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Resolution ON PALestine 
Adopted by the AMERICAN JEWISH CONFERENCE 





We, Jewish citizens of the United States dwelling in se- 
curity in this our beloved land, which, because of its 
democratic institutions and just laws “gives to bigotry no 
sanction and to persecution no assistance,” and dedicated 
in undivided loyalty to the noble spirit of our country, 
are gathered here as an American Jewish Conference, 


Aine elected body representative of Ameri- 


to cope with the tragic problems of our fellow 
LK Tara all over the world. We make the following declara- 
la tion principles as to the relation between the Jewish 
rah\ “people, the’ Homeland in Palestine and the world need 

\ PER oe aad post-war reconstruction. 


Ne Upiic “The Jewish problem has been made one of the cen- 
~~ “tral elements in the present assault on civilization. In 

a world wide Nazi-Fascist conspiracy its exploitation 

has constituted the initial phase of the assault. Its solu- 

tion is an integral part of the conditions needed for an 


enduring peace. 


In the first world war, the civilized nations pointed to 
a solution of the Jewish problem through the reconstruc- 
tion of the Jewish Homeland in Palestine with which the 
Jewish people has been bound up historically and re- 
ligiously throughout the centuries. This was expressed 
in the Balfour Declaration issued by the British Govern- 
meni, after consultation between the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers, on November 2, 1917, and in the Mandate 
(Continued on Page 3) 
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Ford Methods Save Time, 
Money And Materials 
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A new Ford method ot quenching tank armor 





plate eliminates later straightening. Dies hold the 
plate during the process, Forty hours are saved on 
each M-4medium tank and M-10tank destroyer hull. 





The airplane landing gear hinge formerly made 
of nine hand-welded parts, is now cast in one 
piece, eliminating 50% of the tools formerly used. 
Thus again Ford methods save time and materials. 





By the Ford method of using steel dies in 
heavy presses, only three dies instead of 160 arere- 
quired to form the stripping and interior sections of 
bombardiercompartments in Ford-builtLiberators, 





A forest of automotive-type presses speeds the 
production of Ford-built Liberator bombers at 
Willow Run. One huge press alone saves more 
than 100 hours building wing-tips for these planes. 


FULL 








PRODUCTION 


The Ford Way 
Of Doing Business 
In Wartime 


OU MAY NOT be buying Ford cars today, but you are still a 

Ford customer. Through your government you are spending 
your tax dollars and investing in war bonds to buy the bombers, 
tanks, tank destroyers, jeeps and other material that Ford is 
building for Victory. 
And the Ford organization is working for you on these war 
orders with the same high skill .. . the same eye toward value 
and economy that governed production of over 30,000,000 
peacetime Ford cars and trucks. 
It always was Ford policy to share the benefits of advanced 
methods with employees and customers alike. And that policy 
is still being pursued. You are still getting an honest deal for 
your money. 





Difficult Jobs Done By Ford 
The jobs we have undertaken were brought to Ford because 
your government representatives knew we would do our best 
with them. 


Ford is a volume producer of heavy horsepower aircraft 
engines! This is the most exacting type of precision work. 
> T oday Ford is a foremost producer of Liberator bombers! 
e Ford, in collaboration with government engineers, devel- 
oped the amphibian jeep— builds this and the famous land 
jeep in huge quantities! 

& Ford builds M-4 medium tanks, M-10 tank destroyers, the 
Ford tank engine ....and vast quantities of other war 
materials. 

b Today Ford is in full production for Victory. The Ford 
Motor Company is operating more plant capacity, employing 
more people, turning out more goods than ever before. 


What This Means To You 


Throughout forty years of service to the people Ford has built 
upon the solid foundation of practical ideals and technical 
“know how.’ Today the Ford way of doing business means 
more value to you, our customers, and honestly-built materials 
for our sons at the front. 


FORD MOTOR 





COMPANY 


Ford Mass-Production Lines Deliver Fleets of Weapons 


M-4 MEDIUM TANKS @ M-10 TANK DESTROYERS @ PRATT & WHITNEY AIRCRAFT 
ENGINES ® AMPHIBIAN JEEPS © JEEPS * ARMY TRUCKS ® CONSOLIDATED 
LIBERATOR BOMBERS ® TRANSPORT GLIDERS ® TRUCK AND JEEP ENGINES 
TANK ENGINES © UNIVERSAL CARRIERS ¢® ARMOR PLATE ¢ GUN MOUNTS 
AIRCRAFT GENERATORS © TURBO-SUPERCHARGERS ® MAGNESIUM CASTINGS 
RATE-OF-CLIMB INDICATORS 
This list does not include other important Victory models now 
in production that cannot be named due to wartime conditions. 


Listen to “Watch The World Go By.” Every night 8:00 p.m., E.W.T. on The Blue Network 
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PALESTINE RESOLUTION 

(Continued from Cover) 
for Palestine accorded to Great Britain 
in 1922, with the consent of the fifty- 
one member nations of the League of 
Nations and with the unanimous ap- 
proval of the Congress of the United 
States. 

On the basis of this international 
covenant the Jewish people set itself to 
the task of recreating its historic Home- 
land in Palestine. In the course of 
twenty-five years, it has demonstrated 
a constructive capacity which has al- 
ready had a profound effect both on 
the hopes and outlook of the Jewish 
people, and on a country which had 


Jewish 


FRONTIER 


No. 9 (104) 





VOL. X SEPTEMBER, 1943 


HAYIM GREENBERG 
Editor 





BEN HALPERN 
Managing Editor 
Editorial Board 
DAVID PINSKI 
ABRAHAM REVUSKY 


MARIE SYRKIN 
JACOB J. WEINSTEIN 


HAYIM FINEMAN 
MOSES Z. FRANK 











for centuries been regarded as one of 
the derelict areas of the world... . 

This period of reconstruction, how- 
ever, has coincided with a general de- 
terioration of world order and interna- 
tional morality. Chief among the vic- 
tims of this deterioration have been 
the millions of Jews in Europe. Yet 
despite the fact that the conditions 
which made imperative the re-estab- 
lishment of the Jewish Homeland a 
quarter of a century ago have been in- 
tensified beyond the darkest forebod- 
ings, the rights internationally guaran- 
teed to the Jewish people with respect 
to Palestine have been progressively 
whittled down on grounds of admin- 
istrative and political expediency until, 
with the promulgation of the White 
Paper of May 1939, the solemn prom- 
ise made to the Jewish people was 
virtually nullified and the last hope 
of millions of homeless Jews threat- 
ened with extinction. 

The American Jewish Conference, 
meeting at a time when the policies of 
the peace are in the making, and con- 
scious of its historic responsibility and 
of its position as representative of 
American Jewry and spokesman for 
the silenced Jewish communities of 
Europe, calls for the loyal and faithful 
fulfillment of the covenant entered into 
between the nations of the world and 
the Jewish people. 

We call for the fulfillment of the 
Balfour Declaration, and of the Man- 
date for Palestine whose intent and un- 
derlying purpose, based on the “hist- 
orical” connection of the Jewish peo- 
ple with Palestine, was to reconstitute 
Palestine as the Jewish Common- 
wealth. 

We demand the immediate with- 
drawal in its entirety of the Palestine 
White Paper of May 1939 with its un- 
warranted restrictions on Jewish im- 
migration and land settlement. The 
White Paper is a violation of the rights 
accorded to the Jewish people under 
the Mandate for Palestine. It was 
characterized by Mr. Winston Church- 
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“preach and a repudiation of the Bal- 
four Declaration.” The Permanent 
Mandates Commission of the League 
of Nations refused to recognize its le- 
gality or its moral validity. 


The Conference demands that the 
gates of Palestine be opened to Jewish 
immigration, and that the Jewish 
Agency, recognized under the Mandate 
as the authorized representative of the 
Jewish people, be vested with author- 
ity to direct and regulate immigration 
into Palestine, to develop to the maxi- 
mum the agricultural and industrial 
possibilities and the natural resources 
of the country, and to utilize its un- 
enltivated and unoccupied lands for 
Jewish colonization and for the benefit 
of the country as a whole. 


The measures here urged constitute 
the essential prerequisites for the at- 
tainment of a Jewish majority and for 
the re-creation of the Jewish Common- 
wealth. 

In the pursuit of its objective of a 
Jewish Commonwealth, the Jewish 
people has steadfastly held before it 
the ideals which shall integrate Jewish 
Palestine within the new democratic 


world structure. The Jewish people 
pledges itself-to scrupulous regard for 
and preservation of the religious, lin- 
guistic and cultural rights of the Arab 
population of Palestine, and to the civil 
and religious equality of all its inhabi- 
tants before the law. The inviolability 
of the Holy Places of the various re- 
ligions shall be guaranteed. 

The Jewish people reaffirms its 
readiness and desire for full coopera- 
tion with its Arab neighbors in Pales- 
tine, and, in the work of its own na- 
tional redemption, welcomes the eco- 
nomic and political development of the 
Arab peoples of the Near East. 

On the basis both of the part it has 
played in the history of civilization, and 
of its present achievement in Palestine, 
the Jewish people believes that the 
Jewish Commonwealth to be estab- 
lished will represent another funda- 
mental contribution to the social and 
political ideals of the world. It will 
finally answer the agonized cry of the 
most martyred of peoples, and enable 
it to take its rightful place in that pro- 
gressive order of mankind which, we 
pray, may issue from the present 
struggle. 
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AFTER THE CONFERENCE 


What did the American Jewish Conference ac- 
complish besides providing an opportunity for ex- 
tended discussion on themes close to the Jewish 


heart? The Conference had been originally called. 


to consider three questions: the post-war status on 
Jewry throughout the world; the future of Palestine; 
and the election of a delegation to carry out the 
program of the American Jewish Conference. When 
the Conference convened, it became obvious that the 
question of the rescue of European Jewry must be 
added to the program. One can only judge the suc- 
cess of the Conference according to the measure in 
which adequate action was taken in regard to each 
of these objectives. 

The favorite adjective used in describing the Con- 
ference has been “historic.” If by historic is meant 
that the 500 delegates from all parts of the United 
States were imbued by a genuine sense of responsi- 
bility towards the moment in history in which they 
found themselves, the description is fully warranted. 
It was clear that the delegates were properly aware 
of the fact that by virtue of being the representatives 
of the greatest free Jewish community in the world, 
they had also become the spokesmen of the Jewish 
people; they were the voice of Jewry before the tribu- 
nal of mankind. One can say now that American 
Jewry met this challenge with seriousness and dig- 
nity. 

Of all the problems before the Conference, the 
most agitating was that of Palestine. This was so 
because it was the only question on which some divi- 
sion of opinion might have been anticipated. There 
could be no ideological conflict in regard to the most 
tragic and urgent problem of all—that of the rescue 
of the remnants of European Jewry. There was no 
serious divergence of opinion in regard to the post- 
war status of European Jewry and the restitution of 
political and civil rights. There was, however, no 
absolute certainty as to the precise form which the 
Palestine resolution would take. The sentiment of 
the Conference was predominantly Zionist. Never- 
theless, there could be no a priori assurance that the 
Conference would boldly come out for a Jewish 
Commonwealth in Palestine because, despite the 
overwhelming Zoinist conviction of the delegates, 
there was still the danger that in the name of a 
specious “unity” a less fundamental solution might 
be demanded. It is to the honor of the American 
Jewish Conference that it declared itself for a Jew- 
ish Commonwealth despite all the pressure put on it 
to be less forthright and less courageous. 

It was no accident that the American Council for 
Judaism timed its blast against Zionism to coincide 
with the sessions of the Conference. Nor was it an 


accident that the New York Times found room not 
only for the entire statement of this group but also 
for a complete listing of all of the endorsers of the 
Council’s platform, though neither the size nor the 
caliber of the group seemed to warrant such an ex- 
penditure of space. Though the Central Conference 
of American Rabbis had branded the American 
Council for Judaism as a disruptive force and had 
urged it to disband, the handful of rabbis and laymen 
constituting the anti-Zionist body chose this moment 
to declare that “We oppose the effort to establish a’ 
national Jewish state in Palestine or anywhere else 
as a philosophy of defeatism and one which does not 
offer a practical solution of the Jewish problem.” 
Furthermore, apparently fearing that their hoary 
assimilationist arguments would be weakened by 
Palestine’s great role as saviour of refugees from 
Hitler, the gentlemen of the Council had the effron- 
tery to announce that, if not for the insistence on 
statehood, Palestine would today be harboring a 
larger number of refugees from Nazi terror. 


If the Council for American Judaism expected its 
attack to act as a deterrent on the delegates of the 
American Jewish Conference, they were mistaken. 
Despite the lavish publicity which attended the 
Council’s manifesto, it proved a boomerang. The 
first and most obvious result was a formal repudia- 
tion of the Council’s action by the Conference as a 
whole. The delegates resented the fact that a group 
representing only about one hundred individuals had 
attempted to confuse the American public in regard 
to the deliberations of the Conference, a democrati- 
cally elected body representing every major organi- 
zation and community in the United States; they 
were rightly indignant at this attempt “to sabotage 
the collective Jewish will to achieve a unified pro- 
gram.” 

In addition to the immediate reaction, something 
further was achieved. If anything had been required 
to strengthen the determination of the Conference 
to mince no words in regard to Palestine, it was the 
impudent attack of the Council for Judaism. The 
flagrant dishonesty of the Council’s lament that the 
insistence on Jewish nationhood prevented Palestine 
from receiving an even larger number of refugees 
was particularly irritating to delegates who knew 
well that Palestine’s present role as a haven had only 
been made possible by a generation of pioneers 
who had built in the light of the Zionist dream. Pal- 
estine’s ability to afford asylum even under present 
restrictions has vindicated a vital claim that Zionists 
have made. The need of Hitler’s victims for a per- 
manent home has become one of the most potent 
arguments for Zionism. Consequently, the Council 
for Judaism’s crocodile tears for the refugees who 
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would be able to enter Zion if only there were no 
Zionists moved no hearts acquainted with the facts. 

When on September 1, 1943, the representatives 
of American Jewry called for the establishment of 
a Jewish Comonwealth in Palestine, it was a signifi- 
cant moment in modern Jewish history. It signalled 
the end of a period of doubt and hesitation in the 
mood of American Jewry. The superior force of 
events had convinced the timid in Zionist ranks, as 
well as many of the recalcitrant among the non- 
Zionists, that the period for temporizing in regard 
to the agonized Jewish problem was past. The world 
had to recognize finally the necessity for a funda- 
mental solution, and American Jews were the only 
ones in a position to press this necessity before the 
forthcoming peace table. 

The Palestine resolution was passed by an over- 
whelming majority, with only 4 dissenting votes 
among the 500 delegates. However, two groups 
failed to vote for the resolution. The Jewish Labor 
Committee abstained on the grounds that there was 
no unanimity among its members in regard to the 
ultimate constitutional status of Palestine; but it 
called for the abrogation of the White Paper, and 
the guarantee of free Jewish immigration, land pur- 
chase and colonization of Palestine. 

The American Jewish Committee also saw fit to 
register dissent from the majority resolution, on the 
grounds that “when the gravest and most delicate 
military and world-wide political questions are in- 
volved, the present issuance of these proposals con- 
tained in the resolution is unwise because it may 
carry with it embarrassment to the governments of 
the United Nations, and is calculated to jeopardize 
the status of Jews and even prejudice the fullest 
development of the Jewish settlement in Palestine 
itself. At this time it is our duty to concentrate on 
victory for the United Nations.” 

In justice to the American Jewish Committee one 
should mention that Judge Proskauer’s dissenting 
statement asked for the abrogation of the White 
Paper and the opening of the gates of Palestine. In 
this respect it differs radically from the abject plat- 
form of the American Council for Judaism. How- 
ever, though the three representatives of the Amer- 
ican Jewish Committee did not vote against the 
resolution, nor leave the Conference, there is no point 
in minimizing the nature of their position in regard 
to Zionism. Judge Proskauer’s winning and tem- 
perate presentation of his case, as well as the general 
delight because the three delegates of the American 
Jewish Committee had not withdrawn from the de- 
liberations of the Conference, served somewhat to 
obscure the fact that in regard to the crucial question 
of Palestine, the American Jewish Committee had 
not revised its views. 

Despite the satisfaction of all concerned that the 
American Jewish Committee did not disassociate 
itself from the Conference, and will continue to 
participate in those activities in tegard to which 
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there is no ideological disagreement, it is impossible 
to overlook the unfortunate arguments which the 
delegates of the Committee advanced for dissenting 
from the majority Palestine resolution. We must 
reject the implied slur that Zionists are failing to con- 
centrate on victory. On the contrary, Zionists are 
attempting to create conditions which will mobilize 
the maximum energies of the Jewish people most 
effectively for victory. The great contribution of 
Palestine to the war effort in the Near East is a case 
in point. Furthermore, every people, small and great, 
is at present engaged in post-war planning. The con- 
quered peoples in particular, the Free French, the 
Polish Government in Exile, to mention only two, 
are formulating their program of action and their 
objectives in the midst of the conflict. Recent events 
have shown that the definition of objectives is an 
organic part of the struggle, and not the least telling. 
Amid this welter of claims, hopes, and goals, who 
more than the martyred Jewish people has a right 
to define and pose its problem? American Jewry 
would have been lacking in duty, and remiss in its 
perception of the stakes at issue in the war, if it had 
failed to speak out in this hour. 

The comprehensive program for the rescue of the 
Jews of Europe adopted by the Conference is prac- 
tically identical with that put forward by Jewish 
organizations previously and familiar to our readers. 
The details of the program have been worked out. 
The problem lies in securing the cooperation of the 
United Nations and the neutral countries. In request- 
ing the creation of a special intergovernmental 
agency to work in consultation with Jewish agencies 
to speed the work of rescue, the Conference has taken 
a step towards securing such cooperation. 

The resolutions dealing with the post-war status 
of the Jews demand the abrogation of all discrim- 
inatory measures in Axis-occupied countries, the full 
restitution of confiscated property, as well as the 
recognition of the right of all victims of Axis per- 
secution to return to their residences and jobs. The 
Conference also asked for the formulation of an “In- 
ternational Bill of Rights’ which should include 
“The inalienable right of all religious, ethnic and 
cultural groups to maintain and foster their respective 
group identities on the basis of equality.” 

On the basis of the decisions taken, one may 
safely say that the American Jewish Conference faced 
every major question before it squarely and honestly. 
There was no hedging on essentials, and no attempt 
to compromise for the sake of a spurious harmony. 
The program adopted by the Conference is signifi- 
cant because it could only have been born in a moral 
temper which carries with it the promise of action. 
The very nature of the resolves taken makes one 
believe that they will not remain on paper. The 
spirit of the Conference was bold and dynamic. It 
is now up to the newly elected Executives and the 
masses of American Jewry to translate resolutions 
into wise and resolute deeds. 
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Frame-up In Jerusalem 


by Shlomo Grodzensky 


VEN at this late date, we do not know all the 
facts about the charges of gun running in Pales- 
tine because of which two British soldiers were sen- 
tenced to fifteen years’ imprisonment and two Jews 
have been indicted. It is well known that Palestine 
has perhaps the most severe censorship policy in the 
whole British Empire. The information which has 
been permitted to leak out of the country is not only 
meagre but palpably biased. The one thing which is 
clear is that critical events impend in Palestine. Now 
when the war against the Axis is being fought to its 
conclusion, the war in Palestine against the Jews has 
been undertaken in full earnest. In Europe, the 
Nazis have ended millions of Jewish lives. Certain 
sections of the Palestine government are now attempt- 
ing to cap this calamity by ending Jewish hopes of 
national redemption and reconstruction. 

For months the reports which have reached us 
from Palestine have aroused profound unrest in 
every person who has the rebuilding of the Jewish 
community at heart. The Palestine administration 
has placed new obstacles in the way of recruitment of 
the Jewish military forces. Palestinian: Jewry has 
accomplished one of the most noteworthy feats of 
the present war, having instituted an effective draft 
for military service on its own initiative, through its 
own self-discipline, and by use only of moral suasion 
without any formal, legal compulsion. From the 
very beginning of the so-called “mobilization” the 
Palestine administration has done everything pos- 
sible to impede it. Such a striking demonstration of 
the capacity of the Yishuv to exercise the powers of a 
State, even without its means of compulsion, did not 
please the Palestine government which has under- 
taken to carry out the White Paper policy, making 
the Jews a permanent minority under the rule of the 
Abdul Hadis and other successors of the Mufti. 
Thus, the government had several Jewish youths 
arrested a few months ago, for carrying the so-called 
“M-badge”—the official certificate issued by the 
mobilization office of the Jewish Agency to persons 
deferred from military service. Repressive acts of 
this sort became so intolerable that the Jewish 
Agency had to close its recruiting offices. Later, these 
offices were reopened at the request of the military 
authorities; but it was clear that the attack upon the 
legal rights, freedom of action, and prestige of the 
Jewish Agency and the other representative bodies of 
the Yishuv was only beginning. 

During the past weeks other news has reached us: 
it was planned that sections of the Palestinian Jewish 
soldiers, the so-called “Buffs”, should be removed 
from the country. The Buffs are those units which 
were specifically organized for the defense of Pales- 


tine itself, according to an understanding arrived at 
between the military authorities and the Jewish 
Agency. According to reliable information, the civil 
administration intervened and attempted to break 
the agreement. The possibility that large numbers of 
Jewish soldiers may be removed from the country 
has, it must be stated, evoked serious and well- 
founded suspicion in the Palestine Jewish commu- 
nity. The Yishuv has learned from twenty five years 
of experience that such acts are the prelude to unrest. 
During the disturbances of 1921 the government 
disarmed the Jewish legionaries who remained in the 
country. In the 1929 riots as well as in the 1936-39 
outbreaks, the predominantly Arab police showed 
themselves to be thoroughly unreliable. In the light 
of this experience, the Yishuv, proud as it is of the 
feats of its fighting sons in France, Ethiopia, Tripoli- 
tania, El Alamein, and Tunisia, learned with concern 
and anxiety that Jewish soldiers whose function had 
always been understood to be mainly the defense 
of Palestine were to be sent abroad. 

And then followed the climax of all these “incid- 
ents”—the alleged arms smuggling. 

Two British soldiers were arrested on the charge 
of having stolen arms from the battlefields and sold 
them to certain Jews. They were sentenced to fifteen 
years in jail. And now the Palestine government is 
trying to exploit this incident in a crusade against the 
Jewish Agency and Zionism. 

As stated, we are not familiar with the details of 
the charges against the two soldiers or against the two 
Haifa Jews, Abraham Rachlin and Leib Sirkin, who 
are alleged to have bought the weapons. Yet even 
what little we have heard of the trial procedure, is 
far from giving the impression of a solid, well- 
founded charge. Before the guilt of the two Haifa 
Jews had been proven, Major Richard Verdin, the 
military counsel defending the two soldiers, issued 
the following charges against the two Jews and the 
Jewish Agency: “They (the soldier defendants) be- 
came entrapped by an organization so powerful and 
so ruthless that once its tentacles had closed on them 
there was virtually no escape.” Before the two ac- 
cused Jews had yet been convicted, Major Verdin 
portrayed them as part of an organization which, in 
the light of his description, bears a striking resemb- 
lance to the Elders of Zion of the notorious Protocols. 

The Major permitted himself to voice the follow- 
ing conclusions: 

What does this mean? Does this mean that now that the 
war has receded from their frontiers and the threat of con- 
centration camps no longer faces the Palestinian Jews, some 
of their soldiers have fallen under the influence of this 
organization and are no longer working in the interests of 
the United Nations? 
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If so, it is a state of affairs which should be broadcast 
throughout the United Nations. 


It cannot be that this Jewish Agency, the fountain of 
Jewish policy, which has been crying out to the United 
Nations to save and succor their downtrodden people and 
bring peace to their oppressed race, is now behind the 
scenes working against the interests of the United Nations 
and against the future of the Middle East. 

There are no better words to describe these dema- 
gogic insinuations than those of David Ben-Gurion’s 
statement: “slanderous and anti-Semitic attack ...a 
crude frameup designed to defame the Jewish 
people, discredit the Jewish war effort, and bring 
Jewish soldiers into disrepute in the eyes of their 
British comrades and higher military authorities .. . 
part of a systematic whispering campaign, conducted 
for some time past by an anti-Semitic group in this 
country against the Jewish Agency and the Jewish 
community and . . . an attempt to incite Anglo- 
American public opinion against Jews and prejudice 
the Jewish future in Palestine.” 

This is the purpose of the Palestine government's 
latest move, this and no less. 


Major Verdin’s attack is not an isolated outburst 
on the part of an anti-Semitic soldier. If it were no 
more than this, we should never have heard of it, nor 
had to read the headlines of the New York Times 
about the “arms racket” in Palestine. The Palestine 
government has shown us during this war that when 
it wishes it can prevent the circulation of news. For 
instance, when it did not desire Palestinian Jews to 
read an article in which a Scotch clergyman wrote 
approvingly about the contribution of Judaism to 
the religious culture of the world, the Palestinian 
censorship ruled out these “dangerous” passages. 
When the government did not wish the Jews to 
learn the good tidings that their true British 
friend, Charles Orde Wingate, had distinguished 
himself in Ethiopia and earned a promotion to the 
rank of Brigadier, it did not hesitate to forbid the 
publication of this “dangerous item” in the Jewish 
press. When the government did not wish the world 
to know that fifty young Palestinian Jews had volun- 
tarily risked their lives in order to blaze a path for 
the soldiers of the United Nations who drove the 
Axis and its French associates out of Syria, the world 
did not learn this news. 

And therefore since Major Verdin made _ his 
speech; and since his speech was telegraphed to Eng- 
land and America; and since it was published in Pal- 
estine itself—it is an inescapable conclusion that the 
Palestine government wanted these things to happen. 
It wanted the Arabs in Palestine, and Englishmen 
and Americans who might be sympathetic towards 
the Jews, and also thoughtless Jewish “patriots” in 
America, England and South Africa, to regard the 
Jewish Agency as a body engaged in activities cal- 
culated to injure the interests of the United Nations. 

We know the character of the Palestine adminis- 
tration. For years we have been aware of the anti- 


7 


Semitic—not only anti-Zionist—elements in import- 
ant government positions. Among them is Mr. Rich- 
mond, one of the closest friends and advisers of the 
Mufti. For years the Attorney General of Palestine 
was Mr. MacDonell. Mr. MacDonell is now in Eng- 
land where he occupies himself with open anti-Sem- 
itic propaganda. Not long ago our late friend Wedg- 
wood reported in Parliament that certain British 
policemen serving in Palestine had submitted com- 
plaints to the Colonial Office concerning the anti- 
Semitic, pro-Hitler conversations they had to hear in 
the police barracks in Palestine. Lord Cranborne re- 
plied that the government did not dictate to its of- 
ficials what their private opinions should be. But it 
is these groups who are maintained in office in Pales- 
tine and are responsible for the conspiracy against 
the Jewish Agency. 

They must not and they will not succeed in defam- 
ing the name of the Yishuv, which has been and is 
still the strongest pro-Allied force in the whole 
Middle East. They will not succeed in besmirching 
the name of the Jewish Agency which carries the 
solemn responsibility of leadership in this most 
tragic hour of Jewish history. Nor will they succeed 
in dishonoring those who are charged with the self- 
defense of the Yishuv. The very fact that such an 
organization for self-defense has been necessary dur- 
ing a quarter of a century of British administration, 
and still remains necessary, is a black enough stain 
upon the reputation of our “critics.” Jews in Pales- 
tine have often been forced to take up arms and de- 
fend themselves because the British administration 
has proved incompetent, irresolute—and partisan. 
We need not be ashamed of our defense forces: they 
are our pride and glory. Their record and service in 
“peace” and during the present war will unquestion- 
ably bear comparison with that of those whose chief 
contribution to the victory over Hitler was the sink- 
ing of the SS Struma with its seven hundred refugee 
passengers. 

The latest attack is a signal of approaching danger. 
It would be frivolous to minimize its significance. 
We face a foe—an antagonist who is not scrupulous 
in his choice of method and who is using the present 
emergency in an attempt to destroy us. Those parts 
of the Jewish people who remain in the free countries 
will watch carefully and with the deepest concern for 
news of the present developments in Palestine. 





UNCONDITIONAL SURRENDER! 


As we go to press, ticker tape and scrap paper is shower- 
ing down on the streets of New York in celebration of the 
unconditional surrender of Italy. 

We all know that the battle is still far from won, and 
that a long, hard road stretches ahead. Yet this startling 
and rapid fall of the oldest fascist power underlines for us, 
as Americans and as Jews, the urgency of completing our 
plans for the peace after Victory, lest it come upon us 
unprepared. 

Let it come speedily! 
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The Stages of Annihilation 


by M. Gur-Ari 


YEAR OR TWO AGO Germans would fre- 

quently address Polish Jews in tones of mixed 
wonder and derision: “Why don’t all of you commii 
suicide? How can you go on living like this? Is there 
really no spark of self respect left in you?” 

The Polish Jews thus addressed would listen 
meekly, but in their hearts there would faintly glow 
a stubborn and determined hope: “We will outlive 
you yet. Jews are a stiff-necked people; they will not 
be subdued.” And they tightened their belts still 
more, increased the load of self-imposed taxation, 
strengthened their system of mutual aid and their 
group discipline. 

But this was in the “happy” past, a year or two 
ago. Should you now have occasion to speak to some 
of the few eye witnesses and ask them about that 
period, they would only wave their hands in weary 
despair, as if to say: What is the use of speaking of 
that happy time which is now lost forever? 

It is true that Jewish life in Poland a year or two 
ago also consisted of starvation, epidemics, and dread 
of the Gestapo. Executions were a daily occurrence. 
Children went about swollen with hunger; the adults 
were broken in spirit and crushed by fear of the mor 
row. But the Polish Jews bent before the storm, 
adjusted themselves and continued to cherish hopc. 
Despite the death sentences imposed by the Germans 
for all transgressions, large and small, they somehow 
learned to eke out a meager livelihood. And the 
Polish peasants preferred to sell their produce in the 
ghetto, where they received in exchange all sorts ot 
articles of value instead of the doubtful currency they 
were paid by the Germans. 

Every Jewish community in Poland at that time 
had a ghetto, and most of these were surrounded by 
walls or barbed wire entanglements. The area of the 
ghetto was reduced whenever part of its inhabitants 
were transferred elsewhere, but when thousands of 
additional Jews were herded into it, it was not pro- 
portionately expanded. Leaving the ghetto was pro- 
hibited on pain of death, as was also entry into the 
ghetto in most cities, except for German soldiers and 
the Gestapo. Only in the areas “incorporated” in the 
Reich—Lodz, Kalisch, Kutno, Wloclavek, Plotsk and 
Upper Silesia—were Poles also permitted to enter 
ghettos. All Jews in the ghetto, except those regis- 
tered as citizens of foreign countries, had to wear the 
Mogen David sewed on a yellow patch. In some 
localities this insignia had to be worn only on the 
upper left side of the garment; in others it was worn 
both in front and on the back. The curfew in the 
ghettos was between 8 P.M. and 5 A.M. during the 
summer and between 8 P.M. and 6 A.M. in the win- 


ter. Infraction of this regulation for any reason what. 
soever was punishable by death. A deathly silence 
hung over the ghettos during these hours, and should 
one cry for help, no one would answer. For the Jews 

of Poland had learned from bitter experience: more — 
than once the Gestapo had its “fun” by raising an 
alarm during the curfew hours and then turning its 
machine guns on the Jews who rushed to the streets. 

There were no longer any synaBogues during this 
period. The destruction and burning of synagogues 
was an important part of the Nazi program immedi 
ately after their occupation of Poland. In many cities 
Jews were seized in their homes and on the streets 
and herded into the synagogues, which were then set 
on fire. The few remaining Jewish houses of prayer 
and worship were transformed into recreation halls 
for German soldiers or into stables for their horses. 
Public prayer was forbidden, and only in a few com 
munities blessed with Gestapo agents who were not 
above being bribed could there be public prayer on 
holidays. Ritual slaughter of meat was likewise for 
bidden, the slaughterer and the consumer alike being 
put to death. All schools were closed, but learning 
had not ceased in the ghettos. Orphan asylums were 
used as schools for children up to thirteen years of age. 
Above that age children were subject to compulsory 
labor. While teachers risked their lives to spread 
learning, those who knew Hebrew could earn some 
sort of living by tutoring children. 

There were also lectures and conferences. Espect- 
ally active were the Zionist movement and its youth 
organizations, many of whose members risked thei 
lives in order to maintain contact with outlying com- 
munities throughout Poland. These scaled the ghetto 
walls, crept through the barbed wire, and dressed as 
Polish peasants braved highways infested with Nazi 
soldiers in order to preserve Jewish hope from perish 
ing. The appearance of these young men and women 
in the ghettos was always accompanied by a festive 
resurgence of the will to live and faith in eventual! 
salvation. 


Every ghetto had its Council of Elders appointed 
by the Gestapo to look after Jewish matters and to 
carry out regulations, to collect taxes for the needs 
of the community, look after sanitation, and collect 
the fines which the Gestapo imposed from time to 
time. This council maintained a considerable staff of 
officials, inspectors and constables, and also had offices 
equipped with telephones, by means of which they 
could communicate with other ghettos and also with 
the German authorities. (It is interesting to note that 
in Warsaw a number of Jews had private telephones, 
because the telephone company in that city was Swed 
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ish and the Nazis could not interfere with the fran- 
chise of a friendly neutral concern.) The number of 
members in the Council generally corresponded with 
the size of the Jewish population, the representation 
being roughly on the basis of one per thousand. In 
addition to the yellow badge these councilmen wor: 
a band on their sleeves to indicate their status. They 
were permitted to leave the ghetto on business and 
even to travel from one city to another on special 
permits from the Gestapo. They, and likewise all the 
community officials, were free from compulsory 


labor. 


These councilmen were chiefly communal leaders 
of past days, and when they received their “appoint- 
ment” from the Gestapo, the community looked upon 
them with great admiration for their courage and 
self-sacrifice in exposing themselves to daily humilia- 
tions. Later, when Nazi decrees increased in ferocity, 
the people began to murmur that the councilmen had 
sold themselves for a mess of pottage. The hatred 
toward them increased especially after the mass ex- 
pulsions. Many suspected that the councilmen had 
known in advance of the impending calamities, but 
had failed to warn their constituents and had even 
urged the Jews to appear before the authorities for 
shipment to places whence no one ever returned alive. 
It is true that in some communities these councilmen 
escaped exile themselves and saved their families and 
friends, but in other places they too shared the fate 
of the majority and were executed after most of the 
Jews of their home towns had been exiled. 

The Jewish police force (Ordnungsdienst), too, 
was not liked in the ghettos. Some of the members 
of this force were undoubtedly men of shady charac- 
ter, but the majority of these young men undertook 
their task in the hope of being able to help in time 
of need. And on more than one occasion when the 
Gestapo gathered this police force and ordered them 
to provide a quota of Jews for exile or execution, they 
refused to obey and were shot on the spot. 

There was also a considerable network of social 
activities and institutions to meet the many needs of 
the Jewish community. Public kitchens to supply one 
meager meal a day, asylums for orphans and childrea 
whose parents could not be located, clinics, doctors, 
(the majority were drafted for medical work in Ger- 
many) public baths, loan and burial societies— 
among the most active of all. The majority of the 
ghetto dwellers needed public assistance, and thc 
community was less and less able to provide it as 
time went on. The “well-to-do,” who still had pos- 
sessions to sell, were getting fewer from day to day. 
Income from taxes was decreasing, the soup dispensed 
by the public kitchens was getting thinner, and the 
number of deaths from starvation was growing. 


Somewhat better was the situation of the Jewish 
artisans who worked on Nazi projects. Their com- 
pensation was miserable and barely enough to keep 
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body and soul together, but some of them succeeded 
in obtaining additional rations from their Nazi su 
pervisors or from the Poles with whom they worked. 
The status of these artisans was viewed with envy. 
They were also exempt from sudden exile and a ru 
mor spread that not only they, but their families as 
well would be spared. There followed a rush to form 
family alliances with these envied ones, and a few 
days before the great expulsions many ghettos celeb- 
rated dozens of weddings between these lucky ones 
and the less fortunate. But the rumor proved false. 
When the order for expulsion came, wives were 
mercilessly separated from their husbands and chil- 
dren from their parents. The artisan husbands, who 
had to report for work in the morning, were not even 
allowed to bid farewell to their loved ones. 


In addition to the members of the Jewish Councils, 
who were permitted to travel from place to place 
and served to maintain a certain unity between the 
various ghettos, and the members of youth organi- 
zations who secretly travelled about, Jews who were 
foreign citizens did not have to wear the yellow 
badge and could travel at will. These were entrusted 
with special missions whenever telephone communi 
cations were severed with some ghettos. For it be- 
came axiomatic that disruption of telephone com 
munications with a ghetto meant that the Nazi were 
taking some severe action against the Jews of that 
ghetto. 

Until a relatively short time ago mail could be sent 
from one ghetto to another, and this was not subject 
to censorship. Until recently a Jewish paper in the 
Polish language also had appeared in Krakow, and 
although heavily censored, some news of Jewish lifc 
could be smuggled into it. 

A number of Jews, women especially, hid in the 
Polish sections of the cities under cover of Christian 
birth certificates which they had obtained by bribing 
Gestapo officials. But since the mass expulsions, these 
too were mostly apprehended and forced to share the 
common fate of their people. 

One other contact with the outside world existed— 
the Polish peasants. They were in the habit of bring- 
ing their produce to barter in the ghetto. The Nazi 
were anxious not to offend them, in the hope of win- 
ning their good will, and a share of their crops. (The 
Polish intellectuals, however, were being mercilessly 
annihilated.) From them the ghetto Jews often ob- 
tained reliable information concerning measures plan- 
ned against them. If the Nazi authorities planned to 
impose a new fine on the ghetto, the peasants would 
know and tell about it. “Sell, whatever you can, sell 
at once,” the peasants would urge, “for tomorrow you 
may seek a customer at any price and it will be too 
late.” And these prophecies generally proved true. 
When the German planned mass executions in a 
ghetto, the peasants would bring the evil tidings, for 
their sons had been drafted to dig the mass graves. 

At times these contacts with the Polish peasants 
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were undermined by the Nazi, and the dread of a 
pogrom by Poles was added to the threat of exter- 
mination at the hands of the Nazi. It had always been 
the studied policy of the Nazi to set local groups 
against each other. Thus they incited the Ukrainians 
and Lithuanians against the Poles, and the Poles 
against the Jews. If a Pole was sentenced to be 
hanged, the Nazi would force a Jew to act as execu- 
tioner, and Jews from the neighboring ghetto were 
driven to witness the execution and were forced to 
simulate joy. At some distance the Poles would stand. 
For some days the Poles would refrain from coming 
to the ghetto, then they would return, either because 
they were convinced that it was a Nazi trick, or their 
eagerness to obtain Jewish possessions at a fraction 
of their price drove them. In either case, some kind 
of contact with the outside world was reestablished. 

Now, since the mass exiles, all contact with the 
world outside the ghetto walls has come to an end. 
Mail and telephone communication has been severed. 
Even the Jews who boasted foreign citizenship wer< 
rounded up and sent away. The areas of the ghettos 
were further reduced, and walls and barbed wire 
were erected and strung in places that were formerly 
unbarred. Only a few survivors continue to dwell 
in these ghettos, and anyone entering or leaving is 
thoroughly searched and examined for fear that some- 
one subject to exile had eluded the authorities. 

The exile decrees were not an entirely new mani 
festation. Entire Jewish communities had alread; 
been uprooted in the first years of the German oc- 
cupation and it was remembered how these had to 
wander on foot (vehicles of any kind were forbidden ) 
to their final destination. Theoretically these early 
exiles had been given some liberty to choose their 
destination in cities specially designated in their dis- 
tricts. But as soon as they had reached these cities 
they were again forced to take up the wanderer s 
staff. An especially vicious war of nerves was con- 
ducted by the Nazi tormentors against these helpless 
wanderers in an effort to keep them always in sus- 
pense, always insecure and in dread of the following 
hour. One day they would start a rumor that ali 
ghettos were to be done away with through the con- 
centration of all Jews in the Lublin reservation. 
Many Jews who still had some possessions left, hur- 
ried to dispose of them and wasted the proceeds in 
bribing the Gestapo officials for permits to go to 
Lublin. Why wait until compelled to go? Would 1 
not be better to get there early and escape the dreaded 
journey in Nazi convoys? What happened to thc 
Lublin reservation is now well known. Not a singie 
Jew is left there, while some ghettos in other parts 
of Poland still exist. The same was true of the ghetto 
of Lodz, which at one time attracted numerous Jews 
on the basis of rumors that it would be treated more 
leniently because so many of its inhabitants were 
engaged in vital industries. Many then risked their 
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lives to reach Lodz. Today the ghetto of Lodz is a 
memory . | 

But all this was in the good old days of a year or 
two ago, during the “Golden Age” when Nazi taik 
was still concerned with resettlement of Jews, with a 
shortening of the ghetto front. And then, in the 
spring of 1942, there came to Poland the Sonderauy- 
tragskommission, the “commission on a special as- 
signment,” and within a very short time the Jews of 
Poland learned its true intent—the planned and totai 
annihilation of all Polish Jews. 

The true plan was not revealed all at once. It took 
five months of increasing pressure and growing bru- 
tality before its ultimate goal became evident to ali. 
At first this commission demanded from the Jewish 
ghetto councils only limited quotas of Jews for ex- 
pulsion, on the average between five and ten percent. 
But the councilmen knew what “expulsion” meant. 
The serial numbers on the containers of the ashes oi 
the dead that were returned to the next of kin from 
Treblinka, Oswiecim and other notorious execution 
centers had already reached a figure of six ciphers. 
And the councilmen pleaded with the Nazi murder- 
ers in an effort to save at least some of the intended 
victims. They did not inform the Jews in the ghettos 
of the plan, still trusting that it would be possible 
to lighten the bloody decrees, with bribes, if nothing 
else availed. And the Nazis slyly consented to play 
this game. They assured the councilmen that only a 
re-registration of identification cards was intended, 
and after that only a few would be transferred else- 
where. As proof of their intention they cited othet 
towns from which Jews were transferred daily and 
without harm, “except” for a few stragglers who couid 
not endure the march and were shot after they feil 
out of ranks. 

The members of the Jewish Councils were per- 
suaded to sign the bloody decree ordering “men, 
women and children, including babies still in their 
cribs, to appear on....... at... and whoever fails to 
comply shall be executed.” 


And again in the execution of this decree, too, the 
Nazis did not reveal their true intentions at once. At 
first it was announced that each person would be 
permitted to take along ten kilograms of possessions, 
without any restrictions on the nature of these pos- 
sessions. Patients in hospitals were not compelled to 
report. But when, in accordance with the decree, the 
Jews appeared on the appointed day with whatever 
they could salvage of their belongings, they were 
robbed of everything. The sick in hospitals were ali 
killed. Thus nearly all the Jews of Otwotsk, a city 
famed as a sanatorium center, were classed as “sick” 
and were killed, with the exception of a very few 
skilled artisans who were taken to Warsaw. 

Those who appeared as prescribed in the Nazi 
order were divided into four categories and marked 
accordingly by tags. Each group frantically guessed 
what its fate would be. The four groups were em- 
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ployees in government projects, the families of coun- 
cilmen and members of the police force, men and 
women up to the age of fifty, and the aged and 
children. The children and the aged were killed in 
short order, some by shooting, others through smash- 
ing their heads or being buried alive. The men and 
women consiged for shipment were herded into 
railway cars whose floors had been sprinkled with 
chlorate of lime. 


Only about ten percent of the dwellers of the 
ghetto, the skilled workers employed in Nazi pro- 
jects and the families of councilmen and members of 
the police force( some of the latter were also shipped 
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in order to reduce their numbers to correspond with 
the smaller number of ghetto inhabitants) were per- 
mitted to remain. But they did not return to their 
homes—these had already been occupied by the Nazi 
or thoroughly looted in the meantime. They re- 
turned to a few cramped cellars that had been as- 
signed to them. Nor did they have time to mourn the 
departed, for on the following morning they had to 
report to work. They were not left behind for 
nothing. And if one of them fell sick, he was terror- 
stricken. How could he admit that he was sick when 
the Nazi law declared that anyone sick over seven 
days was to be shot? “A Jew less, a loaf of bread 
more,” the Nazis say. 


Refugees Take Root 


by J. L. Teller 


[N THE past few years anti-Semitic folklore has 

been enriched by tales of the lavish, sybaritic 
life of the Jewish refugees in this country. These 
tales have considerable currency even among Jews, 
particularly among the timid souls who are un- 
nerved by the sound of their own voice and would 
rather have the Jew guilty of the iniquities he is 
charged with, than admit that anti-Semitism is ata- 
vistic, and therefore, to a large extent, uncombatable. 

These pusillanimous Jews nod their heads in con- 
sent at the oft-repeated, inane charge that the refu- 
gees, sharp and aggressive, have virtually invaded 
and annexed the “nicest” districts of New York, 
the entire area between Central Park West and 
Riverside Drive. Anti-Semitic folklore makes no 
mention of the fact that the refugees living in 
that section are, for the most part, cramped into 
drab, dingy furnished rooms or into partitioned, 
congested apartments with all the discomforts of 
community cooking and of bathrooms shared by 
five to ten people at rising time each morning. 

However, even the refugee who has managed to 
retain his former status, owes apologies to no one. 
And just to keep the record straight let us bear in 
mind the editor’s wife who toils as a domestic and 
the doctor employed at mixing dyes, when such work 
is at all available. 

And lest we forget—trefugees, in their forties, in 
their fifties and even in their sixties have settled on 
farms in a brave attempt to strike root, though they 
have never before engaged in manual labor. 

The number of refugees on farms is not large; 
with their wives and children they constitute some 
three thousand souls, according to an admittedly 
conservative estimate of the Jewish Agricultural 
Society. 401 families have been settled on farms 
since 1935 through the good offices of the Society, 


and several hundred settled on their own after seeing 
the success of the first groups. 

They are not Thoreaus, these refugee farmers. 
They did not turn to the soil because of a profound 
urge to commune with nature. They settled on 
farms under a simple compulsion—the need to 
make a living. It was natural for a former textile 
manufacturer, editor, doctor, merchant, or petty 
tradesman to try the city first, to seek work familiar 
to him. Having failed at rehabilitation in the 
city and lost the remaining money they rescued from 
Europe, some finally decided to try farming, and 
succeeded. 

At present there are refugee farmers in Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, Missouri, Florida, New Hamp- 
shire, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and, 
in the greatest number, in New Jersey and New 
York. They have taken to poultry farming mostly, 
which is understandable, for it is the least strenuous 
of all farming and can be mastered with compara- 
tively little difficulty, and the neophytes under our 
consideration are of an age when body and mind are 
no longer very pliable for learning arduous tasks 
and acquiring new habits. 

They prefer farms in New York and New Jersey 
because of the proximity to markets and summer 
resorts, which are propitious for retail routes in 
farm products. Then, too, New York and New 
Jersey have a considerable settled Jewish farm pop- 
ulation, and nearness to Jews mitigates the bitter 
lot of the refugee, uprooted from his homeland, pro- 
fession or trade, and facing an uncertain future. 

Some consulted with, and received the assistance 
of, the Jewish Agricultural Society and the National 
Refugee Service before settling on farms; others 
followed the example of relatives and friends with- 
out consulting any of the agencies. Of the 401 fami- 
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lies settled by the Jewish Agricultural Society, 376 
remained on the farms; the defections were largely 
due to factors beyond the control of the settlers. 

Most of them are small-holders, struggling bitterly 
before they really can call the farm their own and 
enjoy its benefits. Others, with above-average initial 
investments and real business acumen, have managed 
to develop their farms into big business ventures. I 
am aware of probable cynical asides: “Ah, business!” 
What of it? Isn’t it the desire of most farmers to 
extend their holdings and dispose shrewdly of their 
produce? Only farmers can fully appreciate the 
industry and labor that is harnessed into such pro- 
jects and only the malicious will try to disparage the 
refugee who has made his mark in farming. 

In illustrating the above with case histories, I 
shall first cite some exceptions, some big business 
farmers. All quotations and case-histories hereafter, 
unless otherwise specified, are from the annual re- 
ports of the Jewish Agricultural Society’s managing 
director, Gabriel Davidson, for the years 1939-40- 
41-42. 

“In Greene County, N. Y., a refugee who settled 
four years ago is the owner of a herd of more than 
fifty pure-bred Guernseys and Holsteins, most of 
which produce ten thousand pounds of milk. His 
annual output probably runs over a half-million 
pounds. Spurred by the imperative war demands, he 
increased the herd’s production by twenty percent. 
He ranks first in the county’s Dairy Herd Improve- 
ment Association.” 

Two partners, a former department store owner 
and a former wine merchant, boast the highest pro- 
duction record in the Association. A real success 
story is that of two refugee partners in poultry 
farming in New Jersey, who started “with a laying 
flock of 2,600 hens and now have over 7,000—they 
also developed high class breeding stock and sell 
one hundred thousand chicks yearly to poultry farm- 
ers. In addition they built up a feed business and 
evolved their own formula for mixing mash” which 
they sell to neighbors. 

These admittedly, are the success stories. The 
following is more typical: 


A man of forty-five, he earned as little as fifteen 
dollars a week at desultory employment. With an 
initial loan, from friends, augmented by a loan from 
the Jewish Agricultural Society, he bought a farm. 
Taking assiduously to his new career, he did all work 
himself, scoured the county for low-priced and dis- 


' carded material, paying eight dollars for what would 


normally be priced at one hundred dollars, and re- 
modeled his chicken barn at a price far lower than 
the estimate of experts. Formerly a printer, he now 
is looking for a job that will enable him to repay his 
loans quickly; if necessary, he will temporarily be 
replaced on the farm by his sons. 

As to the types of refugees that take to farming, 
there is a former editor of a notable trade publica- 
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tion in Europe, a physician whose father and grand- 
father were physicians also; a woman psychologist, 
the holder of a Ph.D. degree; an orthodox Jew who 
“since he had little money—bought a run-down 
farm which he is rapidly rehabilitating . .. When the 
Society’s extension agent visited him, he was struck 
by the sight of this bearded Jew with a skull cap— 
wielding a pipe wrench in the process of repairing” 
the water pipes on his farm. 

Some considerable writing has been done and 
some caustic remarks have been made regarding the 
American farm woman. Some years ago Prof. 
William B. Pitkin, wrote that “there is uniform 
testimony to the effect that intelligent and sensitive 
women are leaving the farm . .. The focus of agrarian 
decay, on the human side, is not in the men. It is 
in the women. And all the current forces of Ameri- 
can life are combining to draw, ever faster and faster, 


_the refined, intelligent, fastidious woman from the 


countryside. Life, even on a good farm, bears heavily 
on the woman.” (W. B. Pitkin, The Twilight of the 
American Mind.) I do not know what the Professor’s 
present opinion is, but the fact remains that farm-life 
is a trial to the average woman, and many an in- 
cipient farmer owes his disillusion with farm-life to 
his wife. It is, therefore, interesting to note how the 
refugee woman has taken to the farm. 
The following examples should suffice: 


A former well-to-do grain dealer from Austria is 
an up-state farmer now; and to augment the income, 
his wife, a lawyer with degrees from two universities, 
has built up a remunerative egg and poultry route. 

The wife of a formerly wealthy cattle dealer, a 
mother of a six-year-old daughter, manages the house- 
hold, tends to the poultry flock and vegetable garden, 
caters to occasional tourists, and, having experience 
as a dietician, bakes and sells cakes and pastries. 

The wife of a textile manufacturer, a rich man’s 
sheltered daughter, has acquired over one hundred 
customers for the products of her poultry farm. 

A young refugee and his wife are eking out a 
livelihood from a farm which has cost them only 
one thousand dollars, and no more than one hundred 
in cash. Arriving with only a suitcase and a violin 
case, the couple looked a bit ludicrous. But they had 
the determination to make good and are making 
good. The wife performs her share of the farm 
chores despite the fact that she is nursing a baby born 
to them after they had settled on the farm. 

Of course, the merits of Jews as farmers are not 
surprising to one acquainted with the miraculous 
agricultural achievements of the Yishuv, the excel- 
lence of the Jewish kolkhoz in Soviet Russia and 
the very meritorious record of our Jewish farmers 
in the United States. Nor is the role of the Jewish 
woman in farm work surprising, it is but a continua- 
tion of the eishet hayil tradition for which Jewish 
womanhood is notable. 
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In these days of Rankin and Flannagan ravings in 
Congress, it is gratifying to note that the efficiency of 
the refugee farmer receives due recognition from his 
Gentile neighbors, who at times go to great lengths 
to show their good will. 


There is the case of a young refugee from Essen, 
Germany. One day, while hauling lumber on his 
farm, he was seriously injured and laid up for many 
months. His Christian neighbors provided the best 
medical care for him, Christian clergymen offered 
up prayers in his behalf, school children sent him 
flowers, and everything possible was done to help 
his family through the trying months. This in 
Robert Frost's New Hampshire, where people trust 
that “good fences make good neighbors.” 


The 1941 annual report of the J.A.S. quotes the’ 


New Jersey Farm and Garden of November, 1941, 
which tells about a Jewish refugee who “has met 
the labor problem on his 2,200-bird poultry farm at 
Sutton Lane, Stelton, by installing a feed and litter 
carrier ... (He) has equipped both his laying houses 
with a carrier and finds that it materially reduces his 
labor requirements and simplifies the work involved 
in feeding and cleaning . . . Although a newcomer 
to America, he has made splendid progress in the 
poultry business, and it is reflected in his well-kept 
and up-to-date poultry farm.” 


The Jewish Farmer of February, 1943, quotes the 
following from the Hopewell Herald, December 30, 
1942: 

“They had no telephone and the motor of their 
auto had frozen .. . The woman knew that her third 
child would be born any moment. Her husband, 
in his high state of anxiety, was of little assistance. 
Just then a neighboring farmer, Siegfried Schweizer, 
happened to come in. It was too late to call a taxi; as 
a matter of fact it was too late for anything, but the 
one thing that only a person with courage would 
undertake. Fortunately, Mr. Schweizer proved him- 
self adequate. The doctor arrived in time to con- 
gratulate him on his almost professional skill. Mr. 
Schweizer is a Jewish refugee from Germany. With 
his life there behind him, he is starting anew here. 
For the rest of their born days a Christian father and 
mother and their son will thank the Lord that a 
Jewish refugee found a haven in the U. S.” 


The number of refugees who settled on farms 
last year has been smaller than in preceding years. 
For this there are many reasons. Farm prices having 
skyrocketed, refugees eager to buy farms have been 
cautioned by the Jewish Agricultural Society against 
purchasing at present rates. The restrictions on the 
mobility of enemy aliens and the uncertainty of the 
status of their holdings, as well as the freezing of 
their funds, have also affected the situation. 
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While the nefarious tales about the allegedly 
extravagant living mode of refugees will continue in 
anti-Semitic folklore, the brave facts of the refugee 
textile manufacturer, psychologist, physician and 
editor toiling on the land are slowly reaching the 
folklore of America’s people of the soil. 
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Migration in the 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


Post-War World 


by Hayim Greenberg 


N OBODY CAN know at this time how large a 
number of Jews will remain in Europe after 
the war. We may assume, however, that there wiil 
be a substantial number even after all the mass 
slaughters of Hitler and his accomplices. We may 
also expect that in a Europe liberated from Fascism 
Jewish rights and equality will be constitutionally 
guaranteed. 

Yet nobody can confidently suppose that a large 
part of the Jews who will survive will not need to 
leave their residences or the places to which they 
have been deported in order to find new homes out- 
side of Europe, whether because of external forces 
or their own volition. There have been occasions in 
our recent history in which the greatest proportion 
of Jewish migrants came from countries where there 
were no discriminatory laws or official anti-Semitism. 
There were years, for instance, when Galicia sent a 
larger proportion of Jewish emigrants to the United 
States than did Russia, even though Jews enjoyed 
civil rights in Austria-Hungary and were subject to 
anti-Semitic laws and government-sponsored po- 
groms in Czarist Russia. The Jews in Nazi-dominated 
countries will find themselves so completely up- 
rooted, that even given the best possible politicai 
conditions the task of reintegrating themselves in a 
new economic structure—which by all accounts wili 
be different from the pre-war economy—will in most 
cases be quite as complex as emigration to a different 
country. 

Moreover, it is entirely possible that not only Jews 
but a considerable number of other Europeans will 
have to emigrate after the war, both for economic 
and political reasons. Even though we have no clear 
idea of the future economic and political situation of 
European countries, nobody was particularly aston- 
ished when Herbert Hoover predicted some three 
years ago that we will have to find new homes for 
fifteen to twenty million Europeans. He made a 
similar prophecy at the recent Conference to Save 
the European Jews, when he suggested the uplands 
of Africa as a site for the colonization of a large 
number of Jews and non-Jews. Estimates of the same 
magnitude have been made by circles close to the 
White House. It is striking that the most progressive 
cabinet members of the governments-in-exile, states- 
men whom nobody will suspect of Jew-hatred, 
stress that a certain number of Jews will have to be 
re-settled outside of Europe after the war. It is no 
accident that an organization like the Foreign Policy 
Association, in its special August report on refugees, 
believes that there will be a minimum of sixteen 
million uprooted Europeans after the war, for many 


of whom new homes will have to be found overseas. 
The dislocations—not only geographic, economic or 
political, but psychological and emotional as well— 
caused by the war in Europe will certainly become 
even more serious before the war is over. These cir- 
cumstances are likely to create a spiritual “climate” 
in which many millions of Europeans will consider 
emigration the most obvious solution of their 
problems. 

It is hard to estimate at this time where European 
emigrants will come from and how many. We may 
assume that a country with the vast territory and 
immense economic potentialities of the Soviet Union 
will have no “surplus” population, except perhaps 
certain refugees or residents of annexed areas who 
will find it difficult to adjust themselves to the con- 


ditions of the Soviet Union. Even they will only ' 


enter into the picture, provided (which is a very 
doubtful supposition) that they are permitted to 
emigrate. Countries like Hungary and Rumania, 
although economically underdeveloped, may still be 
able to maintain a satisfactory standard of living for 
their present population if they initiate radical agra- 
rian reforms and install more or less efficient gov- 
ernments. 

However, there may be a general “surplus of popu- 
lation” of considerable magnitude in Poland, with its 
relatively restricted opportunities for greater agricul- 
tural production—even after an agrarian reform and 
other aids to intensified production—and its dubious 
prospects of extensive industrialization. There is 
every likelihood that Poland will lose its Eastern 
provinces to the Soviet Union and one may doubt 
whether the annexation of part of Eastern Prussia o1 
Silesia, if agreed to by the Allies, would improve the 
situation to any great extent. 

Italy’s “surplus population” is a long standing one, 
and the loss of its colonies from which, to be sure, 
the Italians never drew any substantial economic 
advantage, will destroy the hitherto cherished illusion 
that they could solve their problems within the limits 
of their “Empire.” Germany after its defeat will be 
in a particularly critical situation, and will only be 
able to support its population if it is permitted an 
almost unrestricted industrial expansion and a privi- 
leged position for its exports in world markets—a 
policy which the victorious Allies are hardly likely 
to adopt. 

And it is far from a paradox to assume that even 
in the Allied camp there will be serious emigra- 
tion problems after the war. Neither Belgium nor 
Holland nor even England can long be secure in their 
old colonial or semi-colonial possessions. Whether 
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or not India, Java, Burma or Ceylon will become 
independent immediately after the war, they wil: 
certainly undergo certain economic processes which 
the “Mother Country” will not always be able to 
prevent. The war itself has stimulated the gradual 
development of local industries, and raised serious 
doubts whether colonial empires will be able to rely 
in the future on those profits by which they were 
expanding their own industry and foreign trade. It is 
therefore by no means impossible that a certain part 
of the population of these countries may also have to 
be resettled in other continents in the course of time. 


Asia, the “oldest” and, in certain parts, most 
densely populated continent, will face serious prob- 
lems of overpopulation of its own. Not only con- 
quered Japan with its thickly settled populace and 
meagre natural resources (especially after losing 
Manchuria, Korea, Formosa and occupied China) 
but also the Indian sub-continent and “victorious” 
China will find great difficulty in solving their eco- 
nomic problems upon their present area, if. it 1s 
seriously intended to raise the standard of living of 
almost a billion human beings who live on the 
margin of extinction in those countries. It is easy to 
give good advice from here to those nations with 
their ancient civilizations that they should reduce the 
rate of their natural increase and intensify their 
economy. Their whole mentality and tradition is 


‘ such that it will be many generations before they will 


accept such Malthusian remedies, which furthermore 
are beginning to be regarded even in the Western 
world as biologically and morally dangerous. More- 
over, there is a limit beyond which the intensification 
of an economy cannot be driven, both on technologi- 
cal and psychological grounds; and in the case of 
Japan, at least, the past fifty or sixty years have 
seen an astonishing technological advance, while 
there are certain parts of China which produce 
almost double the wheat crop per acre of England 
or America. Agrarian reform and improved credit 
facilities could of course have a great effect in such 
a quasi-feudal country as India but it would be futile 
optimism to hope that such reforms, however impor- 
tant they may be in themselves, would solve all the 
economic problems of India or China satisfactorily. 
Even a Socialist reconstruction, from which that part 
of the world is still far removed, would have a rela- 
tively limited effect. Dispassionate Japanese, Indian 
and Chinese observers therefore believe that the emi- 
gration of part of the population is a categorical 
necessity of the near future. New, uncultivated or 
insufficiently cultivated areas outside of Europe and 
the Far East will thus have to be opened up in the 
course of time to provide new sources of employment 
and livelihood for an indefinite but large number of 
persons who are actually or potentially “surplus 
population.” 

A few months ago the Food Conference of the 
United Nations in Hot Springs, Va., discussed the 
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feeding and clothing of the world’s two billion in- 
habitants. Most of the experts came to the conclusion 
that the four billion acres now being cultivated are 
insufficient to produce the requirements of a more or 
less satisfactory and healthful standard of living for 
the world. In order to abolish human destitution, 
we must exploit part of those great stretches of land 
in the Americas, Africa, Australia and the under- 
populated islands which are still virgin soil. This 
will become possible only if the masses of land- 
hungry and unemployed in the various nations ot 
the world are given access to the “reserves” which 
the world still has available. 


At first sight it may seem that even if we accept 
these assumptions they have little to do with our 
specific Jewish problem. But however unique our 
problems may be, they are still, in the final analysis, 
bound up with related problems of tens of millions 
of non-Jews both in Europe and Asia. A general 
principle will have to be laid down in the post-war 
period to govern the various local problems of masses 
who must sooner or later build their homes in “for- 
eign parts.” On the basis of this principle a solution 
must also be found for that part of the Jewish prob- 
lem with which emigration is concerned. 


An apparently easy way out of this problem 
is to deny the necessity of a governing principle for 
immigration altogether. One can state a pious for- 
mula like “freedom of immigration for all human 
beings into any country on earth” and be convinced 
that this settles the matter. A pious formula has 
value, however, only if it conforms somehow to 
reality or if, at least, one is prepared to fight actively 
and with a certain hope of success for its realization. 
But if one has no faith in the formula, then to pro- 
pose it is pure hypocrisy. 

Who still believes today that in the foreseeable 
future there will be any universal freedom of immi- 
gration? What political party is undertaking to put 
on a genuine and effective campaign for open doors 
in every country of the world for all immigrants, 
regardless of nationality or racial stock? 


It is no mere accident that in our times not a single 
country on earth remains to which an immigrant can 
gain entry without special permission and examina- 
tion. Free immigration has become anachronistic. 
The American quota law of 1924 expressed a trend 
which was evident far beyond the United States: 
to remove the whole matter of immigration from the 
“free play” of historical forces and impose upon it 
the organized and restrictive rules of the various gov- 
ernments. The legislation of Great Britain and the 
Dominions about immigration is no better and, in 
some details, even worse than the notorious Johnson 
bill. For the past twenty five years France has been 
in chronic need of working hands, but it too did not 
hang out the welcome sign for immigrants. For the 
twenty six years of the Soviet Union’s existence it 








16 
has been no more “liberal”—rather considerably 
more “conservative” — than the bourgeois states. 


Even Communists fleeing from persecution at home 
were not always granted asylum in the Soviet Union, 
although this was regarded as an unquestioned right 
of political refugees in most civilized countries before 
the first World War. With a few exceptions Latin 
America is largely virgin soil; but except for such an 
episode as the agreement of Santo Domingo to admit 
up to a hundred thousand refugees of various nation- 
alities, its recent immigration laws have become con- 
tinually more severe and more selective in character. 
Mexico, the most revolutionary country in Latin 
America, was the source of a very characteristic piece 
of legislation which was proposed in its parliament 
some years ago. The bill would have admitted a 
number of Jewish refugees from Europe, but undei 
several very peculiar conditions: they were to be no 
older than twenty five years of age, unmarried, and 
had to assume the obligation of marrying native 
Mexicans in the course of time. The logic of this law 
was exactly the same as that of the U. S. Immigration 
Act of 1924: immigrants should be admitted in reia- 
tively small numbers and according to the selective 
principle of ready assimilability. Whether explicit 
or implicit, the immigration laws of the past few 
decades have shown a certain “racist” tendency in 
more than one country, even without the benefit of 
Hitlerism. 


The attitude towards the principle of free, non- 
discriminatory immigration in the United States may 
be judged by a number of official hearings of Con- 
gressional Committees in recent months. There was 
the question of rescinding the thoroughly shocking 
Chinese Exclusion Act of 1880, which humiliates the 
Chinese people not only by an absolute bar to their 
immigration but by making their entry as travelers 
dependent upon insulting conditions unexampled in 
the case of any other people. China is now an ally 
of ours in the war and for seven years it has been of 
service to us by the sacrifice of millions of its people 
in the fight against our mortal foe in the Pacific. In 
consequence certain decent American citizens thought 
that the time had come to remove an undeserved 
stigma from the Chinese people and restore at least 
symbolic equality of treatment. Their efforts to re- 
peal that racist law would have had symbolic sig- 
nificance only, because the quota which would have 
been allotted to them under the 1924 Immigration 
Act would have amounted to no more than 107 
Chinese immigrants yearly. Nobody has demanded 
—nobody has dared to demand—the repeal of the 
discriminatory principle underlying the 1924 act 
itself. It is clear, therefore that the request in the 
case of the Chinese was for merely moral or sym- 
bolic redress. And yet to this very day it has been 
impossible to convince the Congressional Commit- 
tees that such a change would not harm the United 
States. Nor did our great labor organizations find it 
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necessary to come to the aid of the small group of 
citizens who tried to bring about the change. On the 
contrary, certain groups of organized labor even 
helped to block the plan. 

What is the conclusion we must draw? There is 
a good deal of pure malice and ignorance, of eco- 
nomic fallacies, and of morbid alien-hatred behind 
the anti-immigrant laws and trends. But it would be 
a great mistake to look at the whole matter as merely 
an expression of “reaction.” There is another factor 
involved which many of us have not yet been willing 
to perceive. Classical economic liberalism in gen- 
eral, and the /aissez faire attitude with regard to 
immigration as well, are experiencing a severe crisis. 
The era of free immigration of the eighteenth and 
particularly the nineteenth century has come to an 
end for the same reason that other economic func- 
tions are falling more and more under state regu- 
lation. 

All the economic and political, domestic and inter- 
national crises of our time, in the final analysis, re- 
volve around one question: what is the maximum 
freedom which can be granted to individuals or 
groups in their economic activities under the new 
conditions of technology, industry and communica- 
tions? Fascism and Soviet Communism have each 
sought solutions, and the American New Deal and 
its equivalents in Great Britain and some of the 
Dominions have worked toward their own more dem- 
oratic methods of dealing with this cardinal problem 
of our times. Some intermediate way must be found 
between the liberal individualism of the past and 
the totalitarian economic regimes, which shall pre- 
serve the essential liberties of the individual and 
even expand them, and at the same time withdraw 
economic affairs from a condition of chaos into a 
more rational, planned order. The whole fate of dem- 
ocracy depends upon finding such a middle way. No 
matter how many military victories the democratic 
states celebrate they will eventually fall prey to 
Fascism, or if they are luckier, to Soviet totalitarian- 
ism, unless they can establish a minimum degree of 
economic rationality, expand production, increase 
purchasing power, and provide security against in- 
dustrial crises, unemployment and the hazards of old 
age for the citizen. But these things can only be ac- 
complished by imposing certain restrictions on liberty 
in economic affairs, in production, in domestic and 
foreign trade. 


These are truisms which only blind class and 
clique self-interest can deny. A manufacturer can no 
ionger be the absolute master of his factory; a mer- 
chant can no longer determine solely at his own dis- 
cretion what prices he will charge; and, may we add, 
a wage earner cannot and must not any longer be the 
sole arbiter of how his energy and labor power shall! 
be used. The discipline of trade unions and the prin- 
ciple of collective bargaining, which are bound to 
occupy an even more important place in the future 
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than they do already, are creating legal and moral 
restrictions upon the individual economic “freedom” 
that almost two centuries of bourgeois civilization 
have tried to impose—a concept of freedom which 
includes, among other things, the “freedom” of strike 
breaking. 


——— {INDIVIDUALISM is about to per- 
ish. Anc. with it must perish also the system of 
immigration determined solely by individual decision. 
Immigration, as contrasted with a tourist visit, is not 
a private affair. The settlement of an individual ot 
a group in a new country is, under the social and 
economic conditions of our time, a social act and a 
vital economic function that must be regulated no 
less than the establishment of factories, marketing ot 
goods, foreign trade, wages, social security, the ex- 
pansion or retrenchment of a branch of agriculture. 
In the framework of planned economy which we arc 
rapidly approaching, immigration must be regulated: 
that is, sometimes encouraged and sometimes re- 
stricted, permitted or, in certain instances, forbidden, 
expanded where necessary and where necessary re- 
duced. 

A slogan of “free immigration for any individual 
of any nation at any time to any country,’—would 


anyone really dare to support such an idea today?—_ 


would therefore be meaningless. It corresponds 
neither to the present situation nor to its inherent 
tendencies of development. It would be about the 
same as proposing the demand of “the right to work 
at any time or place, and under any conditions the 
individual worker is willing to accept.” Anyone who 
supported such a generalized formula of “freedom” 
of immigration would simply testify that he is not 
truly and seriously interested in finding a solution for 
the problem. 

In the future, immigration will have to be regu 
iated; and not by a mechanical principle of justice 
according to which there is no difference between a 
Norwegian and a Chinese or a Hollander and an 
Eskimo, but by a more organic principle: considering 
not only the individual who needs a new home as 
such, but also his social, ethnic, linguistic and re- 
ligious milieu. Furthermore, it is likely that a regu- 
lated immigration program would involve not so 
much the “infiltration” of individual immigrants 
into more or less developed economic organisms as 
the concentrated mass settlement of designated ter- 
ritories for the purpose of utilizing the natural re- 
sources of underpopulated areas. The world wiil 
have to choose between two polar methods of im- 
migration: what I might call the Jewish and the 
Anglo-Saxon methods. The “Jewish” method was 
to immigrate into relatively developed economic 
structures, so constituting minority segments of 
social organisms. More or less the same method was 
that of Greek, Armenian, Syrian and, to a large ex- 
tent, German immigrants also. The Anglo-Saxoi: 
method was to settle virgin tertitories, opening up 
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primeval soils and developing new countries over a 
period of several generations such as the United 
States, Newfoundland, Canada, Australia, New Zea- 
land, South Africa and Rhodesia. 


The gross and cynical discrimination characteristic 
of the United States immigration laws, and of those 
of other countries as well, is, to be sure, a product of 
chauvinistic blindness; but apart from this malady 
there is another element in the selective policy which 
will have to be preserved in a happier future: the 
recognition that the “melting pot” principle has 
not always and everywhere proved to be successful; 
that inhabitants of a country must have a certain 
minimum of mutual assimilability; that it is in the 
social and cultural interest of every country not to 
have ghettos, minority enclaves, and unintegrated 
population segments. Therefore, if nations and 
races are not to be locked for generations behind 
the barriers of their present frontiers, a system of 
immigration will have to be devised based on the 
principle of ethnic concentration. Ex-President 
Hoover’s picture is therefore an absurd one, when 
he talks of taking twenty million Europeans after 
the war, including Poles and Greeks, Jews and Nor- 
wegians, with perhaps groups of Chinese and 
Koreans, and settling them somewhere in the up- 
lands of Africa with the pious injunction, “Be fruit- 
ful and multiply, avoid quarrels, fuse yourselves, and 
for God’s sake, create a common, harmonious new 
civilization.” 


The international Authority for immigration— 
and without such an Authority the migration prob- 
iemSof.our time will not be solved at all—will have 
to take account of the historic and cultural origins 
and group mentalities of the masses who will 
have to be transplanted, and thus designate territories 
for colonization by definite ethnic groups. If, let us 
say, a million Chinese have to emigrate, they would 
be directed and assisted to concentrate in a certain 
part of Manchuria or Kenya or Uganda or Madagas- 
car, instead of sending hundreds of thousands of 
them to the cities of Brazil, to New York, San Fran- 
cisco, Seattle, and Vancouver. I am not now con- 
cerned with assigning specific countries or areas foi 
the respective groups. My purpose is only to outline 
the general principle by which the migration of our 
times will have to be regulated and stimulated 
—the principle of organic regulation and creative 
group initiative, instead of individual, semi-servile, 
mechanical adaptation. This principle would pre- 
serve the immigrants’ “integrity” instead of subjecting 
them to a forced and artificial “integration.” If we 
have learned anything from the past, and do not 
wish to let large, potentially fruitful areas lie unused 
or to condemn the vital economic potentialities of 
millions of human beings now suffering in poverty to 
be slowly but surely dissipated, we shall sooner or 
later have to adopt the just and rational principle of 
not pulverizing or disintegrating immigrant masses, 
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but of creating natural conditions for their collective 
self expression. This is Zionism; applied not to the 
Jews alone but on a world-wide scale involving the 
vital interests of millions of non-Jews. 

The Jewish need for immigration—not to speak 
of the Jewish urge for complete self expression, the 
deeper root of Zionism—will have to be met on the 
basis of the above formulated ethnic, “territorialist” 
principle. Under this principle a people may be 
granted specific rights to immigrate to one country, 
and possibly no rights to immigrate into another 
country. The principle provides explicitly a privileged 
status for specified ethnic groups in certain countries, 
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thus excluding other nations from the same privileges 
in those countries. Every group. which needs to im- 
migrate, however, should have. such a privileged 
status, each one in an area assigned for it. 

Our demand for a special status for the Jewish peo- 
ple in Palestine thus assumes a markedly internation- 
alist character. When we stress “freedom of Jewish 
immigration to Palestine” and not simply the free- 
dom to immigrate of anyone who chooses to settle 
there, our demand has in the above context the sup- 
port of reality. It becomes part of an international 
plan which takes into account the just interests s of 


all peoples. 


Brotherhood Mathematically 


by Marie Syrkin 


HEN GLORIA, who was Catholic, came around 

to complain that Mr. Murphy was making anti- 
Semitic jibes in the English class-room, Miss Gold 
stein felt that it was time to make an issue of thc 
matter. Jewish students had been complaining for 
a number of terms, but they generally did their com. 
plaining to sympathetic Jewish teachers; besidcs, 
there had never been anything very definite. “He 
doesn’t like us; he’s a Coughlinite,” they would say. 
and though Miss Goldstein, on the basis of her en- 
counters with Mr. Murphy, was prepared to believe 
the accusation, an intonation or glance was hardiy 
evidence; even an offensive wise-crack could always 
be explained away as humor. It was nothing on 
which you could go to town. Furthermore, to briny 
such charges against a fellow teacher was a prickly 
business. Few liked Mr. Murphy; his colleagues, 
Gentile as well as Jewish, thought him a disagreeable, 
unsocial fellow with a tart tongue; there was the 
usual unflattering gossip about an unpopular mem 
ber of a group, and there the matter ended. 

However, Gloria’s outraged, “I am surprised the 
Jewish teachers don’t complain to the principal,” was 
a direct challenge. 

Miss Goldstein went into conference with severai 
of her Jewish colleagues who had on occasion spoken 
bitterly of Mr. Murphy and his methods. Yes, they 
were all for bringing the subject to the attention of 
the principal. No, they wouldn’t sign a letter, but 

-Miss Goldstein could count on them; they would back 
up in person any indictment she chose to draw up. 

By the time she had composed a courteous, cogent 
letter—saying neither too much nor too little—Miss 
Goldstein was able to get only one additional sig- 
natory, Mr. Levy, who was young and very angry. 

The principal, Mr. Harrigan, went into action at 
once; he sent word that he would meet accusers and 

- accused that afternoon in his office. Let all concerned 


face each other, and thrash the matter out. Miss 
Goldstein scurried around to notify all parties with 
grievances that their moment was about to come, and 
put on fresh powder and lipstick so as to appear morc 
convincing. 

In the ante-room of the principal’s office, Miss 
Goldstein and Mr. Levy again found themselves 
alone. Their indignant colleagues were nowhere in 
evidence. Only Mr. Murphy sat at the other end o1 
the room, looking even less amiable than usual. 

Mr. Levy whispered to Miss Goldstein: “You 
know Harrigan’s game. He wants to hush this thing 
up. He'll want us to shake hands and forget it. Re- 
member, no shaking hands, no appeasement.” 

“Certainly not,” Miss Goldstein whispered back. 
“We're seeing this thing through even if we have to 
go to the Board.” 

Mr. Harrigan appeared on the threshold, visibiy 
vexed. This was the kind of mess he detested. “Live 
and let live’ was his motto, and now the teachers 
were fighting around. Charges of anti-Semitism wer 
just the type of thing to breed delegations to the 
Board of Education, letters from parents, and similai 
unpleasantness. He was impartially annoyed with 
the impetuous Levy, the tactless Murphy, and the 
righteous Miss Goldstein. 

He called in the teachers gravely, and bade them 
take places at the long table reserved for conferences 
with heads of departments. Miss Goldstein and Mr. 
Levy sat on one side; Mr. Murphy, alone on the 
other. 

Mr. Harrigan opened the proceedings: “We're 
going to thrash this thing out at once. We're going 
to get this thing settled now. No more talking be- 
hind people’s backs. Face to face, and then shake 
hands.” 

Miss Goldstein and Mr. Levy exchanged a glance 
which signalled: “Stand firm.” 
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“Speak up,” began Mr. Harrigan, “Everybody’s 
cards on the table.” 

With a virtuous and resolute air, Miss Goldstein 
produced a copy of the letter she had addressed to 
the principal. She read her composition aloud, pro 
nouncing each word with exaggerated care so that 
Mr. Murphy should miss none of its phrases, particu- 
larly sentences such as: “Knowing how frequently 
a teacher’s remarks may be misrepresented or dis- 
torted by students, I have long hesitated to bring 
charges against a colleague; however, the reports 
reaching me have been so numerous and consistent 
that I feel it my duty to draw this matter to your at- 
tention.” 

Mr. Levy offered a statement from Gloria in which 
she testified that Mr. Murphy, in the presence of other 
students, had announced that he would rather not 
have Jewish pupils around him, and that he often 
mocked Jewish teachers and Jews in general. 

Mr. Murphy examined Gloria’s statement, snorted 
fiercely, and declared: “I deny this categorically.” 


“Write that down,” commanded Mr. Harrigan. 


Mr. Murphy wrote across Gloria’s statement, ‘I 
deny this categorically,” and glared at his accusers. 
The situation seemed to have reached an impasse. 
Miss Goldstein and Mr. Levy discovered, simultane- 
ously, that neither of them had the stamina, nor the 
ill grace, to insist that they preferred to believe 
Gloria. 

“I am glad to hear you deny this,” ventured Mr. 
Levy lamely, faute de mieux. “I take it therefore, 
that you have not expressed the sentiments ascribed 
to you.” 

“What I can’t understand,” protested Mr. Murphy 
bitterly, “is what made the girl do this; I gave her 
the highest mark in the class. I thought she liked 
me. 


“The fact that she has no personal grievance makes 
her case more impressive,’ vouchsafed Miss Gold 
stein. 

“Yes,” interrupted the principal, “there’s a point.” 

But Mr. Murphy did not see it that way: “Who 
would trust such a girl, a girl to whom I have been 
so friendly?” 

“She's an idealist,” explained Mr. Levy. “She did 
this as a matter of principle.” 

“She says she’s not Jewish,” continued the baffled 
and indignant Mr. Murphy, and one could see that 
he was fast developing a deep scepticism in regard 
to Gloria’s authentic claims to being a member of the 
Catholic church. 

Miss Goldstein decided to try another tack: “You 
should be happy to have such a prolonged misunder- 
standing cleared up, Mr. Murphy. Aren’t you glaa 
that this matter has come up, so you can stop giving 
a false impression?” 

Mr. Murphy didn’t look glad, but he muttered 
glumly, “Yes, yes, I’m glad.” Then he went on: ‘A 
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little joke—these people are so sensitive—what 
makes them so sensitive?” 

“Hitler,” answered Miss Goldstein coldly. 

“Yes,” broke in Mr. Harrigan, “you’ve got to 
understand, Hitler!” 

At this point, Mr. Harrigan assumed the hortatory 
style so familiar to his staff. 

“Brother Murphy,” he urged earnestly, “you've got 
the reputation of being an anti. It’s not what a man 
is, it's what he seems. I can’t have my pupils think- 
ing you're an anti. If I were you, I’d bend over back 
wards. Be specially nice to the Jewish students.” 

Miss Goldstein and Mr. Levy both exclaimed: 
“Oh, no, that’s not the point. That would be just 
as bad.” 

But the principal was in full swing: “Brother 
Murphy, you're not sociable. You always eat lunch 
alone. You have no friends.” 

Mr. Murphy squirmed: “I am not a mixer.” 

Miss Goldstein rushed to his rescue: “Mr. Murphy 
has a right to his personal tastes. It’s his attitude in 
the class-room that’s important.” 

The principal could not be deflected from his 
vision: 

“Brother Murphy, if you had friends in this school, 
somebody would have come up to you and said, 
‘Murphy, you're tactless. You're hurting people's 
feelings.’ Why didn’t Brother Levy here come up to 
you and warn you, give you a word of friendly 
advice?” 

Somehow, Mr. Murphy from the villain of the 
piece was rapidly being transformed into one more 
sinned against than sinning. The Harrigan technique 
was working its customary miracles. 

“Brother Levy,” the principal remonstrated, “why 
didn’t you take Brother Murphy aside, have a cup of 
tea with him, and give a word of advice.” 

Mr. Levy was suddenly on the defensive: “Buz 
Mr. Murphy and I are hardly on speaking terms.” 

“That’s it; that’s the trouble. We can’t have it 
that way.” 

All three teachers felt a sudden alarm at the pros- 
pect that “sociable Lunches” might be recommended. 
Miss Goldstein again strove to assure the principal 
that Mr. Murphy’s solitary tastes deserved respect. 

“What we need in this school,” continued Harrt- 
gan, “is brotherhood. That’s what I want in my 
school, kindness and brotherhood. If we have three 
prizes, give one to a Protestant, one to a Catholic, 
one to a Jew. Everybody gets his share.” 

Miss Goldstein tried a feeble remonstrance. 
“Prizes should be awarded according to merit not 
religion.” 

Mr. Harrigan shook his experienced head: “Id 
like to see the colored boys get prizes too—makc 
them happy in the Amsterdam News. If I can’t get 
brotherhood idealistically, I'll have it mathematically 
That’s what I want in this school, brotherhood mathe- 
matically!” 
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Miss Goldstein and the others knew better than 
to debate the question further. When Mr. Harrigan 
was in this vein, it was useless to dwell on fine ab- 
stractions in rejoinder. Mr. Harrigan had hit on a 
working formula, practical pedagogy with no frisis, 
which helped keep his heterogeneous flock mollified. 
Unfortunately, in the course of this elaboration, the 
original issie was dwindling away in the fashion 
well-known to those familiar with Mr. Harrigans 
masterful handling of delicate or explosive situations. 

Mr. Levy made one more despairing effort to get 
the conversation back into its original groove. 

“Since Mr. Murphy denies all the allegations made, 
may we assume that he will show a greater regard 
for the feelings of his Jewish students?” 

The mention of “feelings” set off the principal 
again: “Feeling, that’s what we need in this world. 
You're a man of the mind, Mr. Levy, and you Miss 
Goldstein, too much mind. Let the heart rule. No 
controversial subjects; say nothing about a race or 
religion unless you can pat them on the back. Every- 
one has a soul. Talk about the fine soul. We must 
get back to the soul.” 

Mr. Harrigan smiled gently, almost tenderly. The 
three teachers found themselves nodding their heads 
in agreement, and smiling with an embarrassed mild- 
ness. Mr. Harrigan arose. His glance was a shade 
triumphant as well as beatific when he reached the 
predestined conclusion: 
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“Now that everything has been settled right here 
in this room, I'd like you people to shake hands, and 
that’s the end of it.” 

“That’s the spirit.” Mr. Harrigan beamed at his 
outmanouevered trouble-makers as after a second’s 
hesitation they all held out their hands. 

The next day, at lunch time, Mr. Murphy reso- 
lutely amiable, walked over to the table where Miss 
Goldstein was seated. 

“Now that the ice is broken,” said Mr. Murphy, 
“I'd like to ask you something. About this sensitive- 
ness—is it really true that Hitler is massacring 
Jews?” 

Miss Goldstein answered briefly in the affirma 
tive. She had no desire to expand on the theme since 
she was not too certain of the extent of her colleague's 
mourning. But there was no need to linger on this 
subject for Mr. Murphy was filled with griefs of ‘is 
own which he sought to share with a fellow-sufferer. 

“Do you know that there are towns in this counti; 
where a Catholic can’t run for office, where he’s ostra- 
cized? I could mention some places where a Catholic 
has no chance.” 

Miss Goldstein nodded sympathetically. The re 
versal of roles which had begun in Harrigan’s officc 
was continuing at a dizzying pace. However, it was 
Mr. Murphy’s final remarks which put the last touch 
on her befuddlement. 

“Those Yankees,” Mr. Murphy questioned dourly, 
“what do they want of you and me?” 


Can We Enforce Democracy ? 


by Ben Halpern 


HAT ARE WE GOING to do about dis- 
crimination and race-hatred in this country? 

The Mayor of New York has written off the 
Harlem riot as pure hoodlumism, not a racial out- 
break. That presumably makes it a police affair and 
no more. The policing having been done efficiently 
and intelligently, there is thus nothing further to 
do. A closed chapter. 

In Detroit the local investigating committee could 
not deny the racial nature of the rioting; but it de- 
clared itself unable to find any connection between 

.the bloody outbreak and the rabid agitation of no- 
torious fascist groups in the city. It is hard to believe 
that any effort was made to uncover such a connec- 
tion, for even the newspaper accounts contained 
enough prima facie evidence to make it a likely con- 
clusion. The F. B. I. agents in Detroit certainly had 
more leads to suspicious groups of anti-Negro, anti- 
Semitic hoodlums than did the general public. But, 
as far as has been revealed publicly, the federal 
investigators also confined themselves to interrogat- 


ing the persons arrested—the overwhelming major- 
ity of whom were Negroes. It is not surprising that 
they found little evidence of anti-Negro agitation in 
this way. The upshot of the Detroit investigations 
has been quite contrary to what common sense would 
suggest. The official blame for inciting to riot has 
fallen entirely on Negro shoulders. Those accused 
of instigating racial disturbances have been not only 
certain Negro groups of minor importance who had 
ties with Japanese agents at one time, but also the 
major Negro organizations, like the National Asso- 
ciation for the Advancement of Colored People, 
whose loyalty and good faith have never been ques- 
tioned, and whose essentially conservative methods 
of fighting for Negro interests are well-known. 

In the rapid succession of riots this country has 
recently suffered, only one major outbreak, the Los 
Angeles “zoot suit” riots, resulted in a relatively 
serious consideration of basic causes. The fact that 
in this case the Republic of Mexico was indirectly 
interested may have something to do with the differ- 
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ence in attitude. The country apparently does not 
believe it can afford to let race-hatred jeopardize its 
foreign friendships, especially during a war; but if 
it is a weapon in the hands of internal foes, that pre- 
sumably is not worth thinking about. Such at least 
is the obvious conclusion from the official statements 
after each case of violence. 


As a matter of fact, however, the federal govern- 
ment seems to be seriously disturbed by the situation. 
In the absence of more specific information, we can- 
not presume to guess what may have been the recom- 
mendations of Attorney General Biddle to President 
Roosevelt, arising out of the Detroit riots. But it is 
certain that their tone was not as passive and com- 
placent as most of the public statements have been. 
I think it is a fair assumption that responsible people, 
and certainly the liberals in this country, are keenly 
aware that this problem cannot be left to take care 
of itself, that something positive must be done, or 
the unhappy events which have already occurred will 
be repeated, perhaps in an even more dangerous 
form. 

We are handicapped, however, by certain inhibi- 
tions which have so far prevented effective action. 
The most simple and direct method of dealing with 
race hatred would be to declare it the crime against 
social welfare which it is, and proceed against it with 
all the force of authority. Well, everybody knows 
that there are political and practical reasons for not 
taking this direct way of action. Racial hatred is 
certainly criminal in essence, since it is a danger to 
society; but it is a crime whose practice is so wide- 
spread that the criminal minority probably could 
swing any election, whether in a county or in the 
nation as a whole. At least any Administration which 
made itself unpopular with the bigots would stand 
an excellent chance of losing its margin of victory. 

If this were all, no doubt there would be leading 
politicians in the present Administration who would 
be willing to run the risk. All politics is a gamble, 
and the odds in this case might not be too great for 
bold spirits to take. But there is another factor in- 
volved. The inhibition which prevents this country 
from a frank and forthright condemnation of all 
forms of race-hatred and discrimination is our his- 
torical memory. We remember the errors of the 
Reconstruction days after our Civil War, and the 
deep wounds which that experience left in the na- 
tional body. We remember the fiasco of Prohibition, 
when the government signally failed to enforce a 
law which had insufficient support in the public con- 
science. Many of us are truly afraid that to attempt 
to repress a race hatred which is widespread and deep- 
rooted would simply irritate it, lead to overt conflicts, 
and thus worsen rather than improve the situation. 
On the other hand, the Negroes, like other minorities, 
have usually been docile and have taken the accus- 
tomed discrimination in relative quiet. It is not sur- 
prising, therefore, that in any new situation that 
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comes up, when mere passivity is not enough and 
some definite step has to be taken, the policy adopted 
is usually to appease the prejudices of the race-haters 
and call on the Negroes to submit to the new hu- 
miliation. This has been the policy in the armed 
forces and in defense and housing centers and, if the 
reports of Biddle’s proposal to restrict Negro migra- 
tion have any basis, the same policy may yet confine 
all or most of the Negroes to appointed domiciles. 


If there is any lesson in the Harlem riots, the De- 
troit riots, and the Los Angeles riots, it is that this sort 
of thing will not work today. We cannot expect con- 
tinued racial peace on the supposition that the minor- 
ities will remain submissive. A status of semi-freedom 
cannot be stabilized. As long as discrimination is 
defined, and limited to more or less traditional acts 
and occasions, some sort of modus vivendi has been 
possible. “Some sort” was far from a satisfactory 
sort. The “Jim Crow” policy in occupations, in access 
to public services, and in political rights was basically 
opposed to the accepted democratic rights of our 
Constitution and the stated values of our community. 
It could not but result in bitter resentment by those 
who suffered discrimination. On the other hand, the 
semi-free status of the Negroes was also opposed to 
what the Negro-haters believed their status should 
be. Periodic lynchings were sufficient evidence that 
many Americans regarded the Negroes, who enjoyed 
only a part of their Constitutional rights, as in a state 
of servile rebellion. Nevertheless, under “normal”, 
stable conditions there was a mutually understood 
“etiquette” of expected behavior. Southern liberals 
(and Northerners as well) believed that starting from 
this, and accepting it, it would be possible by bland, 
persuasive methods to educate the people to a wider 
tolerance of Negro rights. 

This theory (which applies to anti-Semitism also) 
is based on the pious hope that race hatred in this 
country exists in an arrested, encapsulated form. All 
that is necessary in order to kill the germ is patience 
—on the part of the victims, of course, who must 
not allow themselves to get excited over apparent 
recrudescence of symptoms. Unfortunately for this 
point of view, the country is not living in sanatorial 
retirement. On the contrary, our life has been active, 
tense, and strenuous, passing from economic depres- 
sion to a wartime inflationary boom. Migration on a 
large scale has disturbed all existing relations. Fur- 
ther and possibly even greater disturbance may be 
expected during post war demobilization, conversion 
to a peace economy, and subsequent economic read- 
justment. In this context, race hatred is not a local- 
ized, controlled lesion, but it is an active source of 
infection, spreading its effects throughout the body. 
The race-haters no longer observe the “etiquette” by 
which we have hidden our shame. They are aggres- 
sive. Coming from the South, they organize in 
Detroit to make Michigan a “Jim Crow” state. On 
the other hand, Negroes from the north, placed in 
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Southern army camps, naturally refuse to bow to the 
anti-democratic local “etiquette,” which denies them 
even the rights they have been accustomed to. Even 
without these effects of population shift, the “stab- 
ility” of the past has long been impossible. The eco- 
nomic stresses of both depression and inflation, of 
“oversupply” and “shortages” of labor power, have 
long broken through the fences which custom set up 
around occupations. Critical needs cannot be re- 
strained by etiquette. 

With the rules scrapped, what we face now is 
open warfare: Warfare between our professed demo- 
cratic and liberal ideals on the one hand, and on the 
other, not only our openly avowed discriminatory 
reservations, but our secret anti-democratic and anti- 
liberal “counter-mores.” Before the old nostrums of 
patience and gradual education can again be applied 
with any hope of taking effect, definite terms of arm- 
istice must be imposed and respected. The force of 
authority and public conscience must make itself felt 

y- 

It may make itself felt in favor of democracy or 

of discrimination, but it cannot impose a neutral 
peace. The “Jim Crow” policy, which formerly rep- 
resented a neutral zone between slavery and free- 
dom, can no longer be so regarded. A decision to 
prevent Negro migration into defense production 
centers, to discriminate against them in housing and 
employment, is today a decision in favor of fascism. 
That will be its practical effect directly; and even 
more important, indirectly it will strengthen the fas- 
cist sentiments and the influence of those hoodlum 
anti-Negro organizations whom it will appease. 
Such a victory, sponsored by constituted authority, 
will give more prestige and backing to the ideas of 
bigotry and race-hatred than all the agitation of sub- 
versive groups. What we face now is the same situa- 
tion in which Lincoln prophesied that no country 
could long remain half-slave and half-free. Either 
the aggressive designs of race-hatred will be defeated 
or they will win, and spread the principle of discrim- 
ination until it obliterates even the freedom that has 
been won. 

We must face the problem squarely of how to im- 
pose the principles of our Constitution, without run- 
ning into the snares and pitfalls of the Reconstruc- 
tion or the Prohibition eras. (There is, fortunately, 
no particular danger of a sectional conflict on this 
question even approaching the Civil War—except 

with regard to elections and other political arenas— 
because the line of division in this question runs 
through the whole country, in all its sections). A 
militant attitude towards discrimination is necessary. 
The danger inherent in its existence makes it neces- 
sary to risk the danger inhering in its repression. It 
is essential, however, to work out a safe as well as an 
effective technique of combating, repressing, and 
punishing acts of discrimination and aggression 
against any part of the population. The method 
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must be direct, “moral,” and punitive, instead of 
indirect, amoral, and “educational”, because our pur- 
pose is not to “correct” individual criminals, but to 
impress upon the whole community that these acts 
are really criminal, reprehensible, and to be con- 
demned. (The same problem will arise, of course, in 
relation to the postwar treatment of international 
aggressors and fomenters of racial-hatred.) At the 
same time, the method devised must not merely 
silence and frustrate these criminal tendencies, but it 
must get rid of them, sap their energy, and dissipate 
their animus. 

It is nonsense to suppose that this is psychologic- 
ally impossible. Not all our values are in favor of 
discrimination. In the case of wartime discrimina- 
tion, even those guilty are bound to have a bad con- 
science; and certainly the rest of us feel powerfully 
that if a Negro can be called on to fight, he should 
be allowed to work and have a decent home to live 
in. It takes the conviction that punishment is un- 
just, or repression is not without ulterior motives to 
create a real atmosphere of popular rebellion against 
law enforcement. With certain safeguards, the re- 
pression of anti-democratic discrimination and race- 
hatred should not be popularly regarded as unjust, 
biased, or based on interested motives. There is no 
analogy between the present case and the Prohibi- 
tion fiasco, because what we wish to control cannot 
be justified in the public conscience by any color of 
Constitutional right—as was the right to a slug of 
hard liquor. Nor need we fear the precedent of 
Reconstruction days, since the enforcement of dem- 
ocracy can be carried out in a disinterested as well as 
a crooked way. 

It should certainly be psychologically possible to 
work out a technique of enforcing non-discrimina- 
tion which would not strengthen the impulse to dis- 
criminate. I do not, of course, have a method 
worked out in full detail, but certain things seem 
fairly obvious. Old-time religious societies knew 
something about “punishment” and “law enforce- 
ment” which we seem to have forgotten. A “crime” 
or sin can best be wiped out not by a mere penalty or 
a course of “correction” but by penance. The evil in 
human nature can be disciplined only by the cooper- 
ation of individual sinners, who must sincerely con- 
fess, repent, and atone for their faults. Punishment 
leads to hostility and confirmed habits of evil to the 
extent only that it does not produce a conviction of 
guilt and a positive act of atonement by which the 
guilt is wiped out. (From accounts of the adminis- 
tration of justice in non-political Soviet courts, it 
appears that they know this method, too, even 
though in Soviet political trials, the method of “con- 
fession” and “atonement” is gruesomely carica- 
tured. ) 

Thus the first necessary safeguard in a program of 
enforcing democratic-liberal behavior towards min- 
orities is that punishment of offenses shall have the 
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character of penance as much as possible. The ideal 
“penalty” would be a voluntary act of kindness to- 
ward those whom an offender had harmed. This can- 
not be legislated into enforcement procedure, but 
the following can: that enforcement of anti-discrim- 
ination rules should be carried out by the trusted 
authorities of any local area—such as a county—or 
group—such, let us say, as a trade union. Such “‘self- 
administered” discipline will certainly have to be 
supervised by an outside authority in order to be 


effectively carried out. The disinterestedness of that . 


agency ought to be unquestioned. At the same time, 
it should be able to reward good records and with- 
hold rewards or administer penalties for bad records 
of enforcing democratic-liberal behavior. 


We may point out that this type of relationship, 
between the central government and local author- 
ities at least, has a considerable tradition already in 
this country. Federal aid in many a field—relief, 
social insurance, public works, etc.—has been ac- 
cepted together with federal standards and super- 
vision. Also, the federal government already has 
many occasions and legal titles through which to 
insist on equitable treatment, and to prevent discrim- 
ination on grounds of race or creed. The specific 
principle has already been laid down that no discrim- 
ination can be countenanced in projects depending on 
federal funds and authority—particularly in defense 
projects. When we bring the question of whether or 
not democracy can be enforced down into the con- 
crete context which is of importance today we can 
see that what is involved is not an invasion of the 
citadels of entrenched prejudice. The case is the 
reverse: the offensive is from the side of prejudice, 
which is seeking to break down the principles of 
equality in places where it has had social acceptance. 
For instance, in federal-sponsored defense projects. 
A failure to enforce democracy in these cases would 
be a calamitous retreat. 

The danger today is not that we may “thought- 
lessly” stir up “dormant hatreds” by “incautious at- 
tempts of reform.” The existing machinery by 
which a vigorous policy of enforcing democracy 
would be implemented is not the carpetbag regime 
of Reconstruction days, but the tried and conserva- 
tive methods of federal-local cooperation—a prag- 
matic apparatus through which enforcement be- 
comes as nearly as possible self-discipline, and pun- 
ishment becomes as nearly as possible penance, and 
finally, merit is rewarded just as faults are punished. 

Not the least advantage of the present situation 
for enforcing democracy—an advantage solely from 
the democratic and pragmatic view—is that the 
vigor of enforcement will depend on the strength of 
moral feeling of the people as a whole. The whole 
set-up of federal-local cooperation is such that a 
domineering puritanism can hardly ride rough-shod 
over the recalcitrant sinners. So many safeguards 
against this contingency are inherent in the system 
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that to fear another Reconstruction era becomes 
ridiculous. The danger is in the other quarter: that 
those who should enforce democracy will yield to 
local and minority pressure. This road leads straight 
to fascism—if not immediately, then sooner or later. 

The only way to fight this danger is for public 
opinion to demand constantly the vigorous enforce- 
ment of this principle: that wherever public spon- 
sorship or support is granted, or wherever a strong 
public interest is involved, no form of inequitable 
discrimination be tolerated. Progressives must insist 
on a broad interpretation of this principle—to apply 
not only to projects run with federal or other public 
funds, but to all institutions enjoying public benefits: 
e.g., public franchise—railroads, housing projects, 
etc.; exemption from taxation—universities; as well 
as public utilities and other institutions affected with 
a strong public interest. We must not be deterred by 
the fear of upsetting the existing “delicate fabric of 
social relations” by “radical innovations”; there are 
enough opposing pressures in our democracy to pre- 
vent us from doing that. Nor must we hold back 
from the fight in the illusion that it is not essential 
or through the fear that it is lost. In the long run, it 
is probably the crucial question; and if we have suf- 
ficient moral certitude to make the fight, then it is a 
good omen that there is enough love of democracy 
in our public to make success a hopeful prospect. 





MR. BERMAN’S TOUR 


Within the coming weeks, MR. MOSHE 
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The Fantastic Case of Walther Eidlitz 


by Ernst Waldinger 


8 eer’ writes little ironic jests on its margin. 
Comedy does not follow tragedy as it did in 
the days of the ancient Greeks, but both are inter- 
mingled in the horrors of present-day Germany. 
Although these comic incidents are overshadowed by 
the darkness in which humanity is submerged they 
are part of the many-sided nature of our cultural 
catastrophe. Even the most: insignificant anecdote 
may serve to throw a gleam of light on the black 
pandemonium and may be more revealing than pro- 
found research. The fantastic case of the writer 
Walther Eidlitz, who reached the rank of an honor- 
ary Aryan and lost it, is a good example. 

I can still see him as a young, almost too young, 
man, always a little embarrassed, his sleeves too short 
for his arms, turning over the pages of a manuscript 
with his red hands, or discussing art in one of those 
modern Viennese galleries long closed now as “deca- 
dent”. In those first distorted years after the close of 
the first World War, when empty-headed radicalism 
often overstepped its limits, this rather shy boy, more 
quiet and reserved than his companions, made a 
favorable impression on us. His somewhat confused 
ideas, uniting technology (he was a graduate of the 
Viennese Institute of Technology) with a cult for the 
Greeks, his left-wing sympathies with anthroposophic 
ideas and the Jewish mysticism of Martin Buber, were 
not unusual in that crazy expressionistic epoch. We 
did not conceive that this ephedic appearance could 
cover up ruthless opportunism and a shrewd business 
sense. In any case, the critics were on his side. Al- 
ready in the early twenties of our century his contacts 
were excellent; of course, they were with Socialists 
and Jews, rather than with the nationalistic reaction- 
aries. 

To enter into discussion of his works would serve 
no purpose at this point. They consisted of a fair, 
not too weighty volume of verse, a novel, a collection 
of short stories, among them a rather powerful one 
dealing with the figure of Lenin, and a number of 
plays, including an attempt at a Moses-drama. Later 
he became a writer for one of the largest Viennese 
publishing houses, a sort of literary department store, 
and we lost sight of him. His books were successful 
and he seemed to be prosperous; as a matter of fact, 

‘he came from a well-to-do family before he started 
on his writer's career. He traveled widely, made 
friends with important people. In Scandinavia he 
met Selma Lagerloef, Sigrid Undset and Werner Hei- 
denstam. In the United States, according to his story, 
he had some contact with Henry Ford. He owned 
two hotels in the mountains north of Innsbruck, 
which he inherited, and cleverly combining his 
principles with commercial sense, he had rented them 


to be used as anthroposophic sanatoriums, reserving 
for himself a small house on the estate for his resi- 
dence. 

Eidlitz was an ardent believer in Rudolf Steiner’s 
anthroposophy. This movement, founded as a Ger- 
man offshoot of Annie Besant’s and Madame Blavat- 
sky's theosophy, offered its own solution to all ques- 
tions of life and granted a comforting and welcome 
escape to scores of troubled middle-class men and 
women. Anthroposophy claims to be not merely a 
philosophy but a religion as well; it has initiated its 
own pedagogical system and its own form of artistic 
expression, “Eurhythmics”; it purports to have found 
a cure for all our social evils in the “Tripartite Divi- 
sion of the Social Organism”; it even aspires to 
formulate its own medical theories. 

Eidlitz had married a delicate blonde, a former 
Zionist youth leader, and with the little child born to 
them they lived mostly in the above-mentioned Tyro- 
lean mountains at Gnadenwald, and only rarely in 
Vienna whenever he was not travelling about some- 
where in Iceland, Syria, Norway or among his be- 
loved Greek islands. 

Two or three years before the fateful date of the 
Anschluss in 1938, my attention was attracted to a 
travel book which Eidlitz had written. This book, a 
reprint of reports already published in the Viennese 
newspaper, Newe Freie Presse, was published, strange- 
ly enough, in Germany, and not by one of the two 
houses that were strictly limited to Jewish authors. 
This was peculiar; but truly amazing were the pas- 
sages in the preface to and the conclusion of the book, 
where the Jewish author declared himself in sup- 
port of the Nazi ideology. It seemed incompre- 
hensible that he should have escaped the concentra- 
tion camp for his daring. In this respect the Nazis 
were especially touchy. Here are some of the pas- 
sages: 

“What is happening in Germany now is so impor- 
tant that naturally all the strength of the nation is 
directed most fervently towards itself.” 

“The young Norwegian peasants in Trondheim, 
no less than the Mormons in Salt Lake City, inquired 
into the meaning of what is happening in Germany 
and asked me questions concerning the Fwebrer of 
the German nation.” 

The Norwegian peasants undoubtedly got a com- 
plete answer to their questions. Meanwhile the Mor- 
mons who did a lot to ease the sufferings of refugees 
from Nazi oppression will not relish this allusion to 
their curiosity nor the parallel Eidlitz draws between 
the qualities which made leaders of Brigham Young 
and of Hitler. 
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At times Eidlitz rises to mystic heights in his praise 
of Nazi achievements. When he visited the Grand 
Canyon he seemed to obserye the brightness of a 
supernatural light there: “But when I traveled 
through Germany lately I saw the: hearts of many 
lit up by the same flame which gleamed in the depths 
of the earth. I saw them go in great crowds on their 
dangerous roads, as if they were steps going down 
into the earth. And yet they walked ever toward. the 
sun. I saw a whole people wandering through the 


canyon. But it was no longer the same people. Their 


pace is different from what it was before. There is 
the sound of new music about them; but their singing 
is also different. If you look into their earnest faces, 
you seem to behold a brightly lit wall of steel. They 
grow more silent as they pursue their way onward. 
But they work ever in the light of the sun, in the 
radiance from the countenance of Christ, even though 
they may not have his name on their lips.” 

Eidlitz deserves our thanks for stating expressly 
that Christ’s name is not on their lips. Here, by the 
way, he has not only renounced his Jewish birth, but 
his anthroposophic convictions as well. This move- 
ment has also fallen under the ban in Germany. 
And yet this loyal disciple of Dr. Steiner's teachings 
uses its terms in praising Nazi ideals and calls the 
power of the Anti-Christ’s Hitler, “Christ-power”. 

Already then I asked myself how it was possible 
for a hundred percent Jew like Eidlitz to get equal 
treatment with the Nordics. What did he do to earn 
this? I learned by chance what extraordinary 
mechanism had been at work to make this racially 
tabooed writer a part of the Nazi set-up. 

It is a well known fact that ambition releases inhi- 
bitions and overcomes scruples of conscience without 
difficulty. Colonel-General Milch, formerly Goer- 
ing’s right hand man, forced his mother to declare 
under oath that he was conceived in adultery. The 
poet and playwright Arnolt Bronnen arrived at racial 
purity in the same manner. The sons of General 
Haushofer—the well-known geo-political writer 
who is responsible for many of Hitler’s ideas about 
world conquest—were placed on the lists of Aryans 
by decree, in spite of the fact that they had a Jewish 
mother. But how was the idiotic problem of racial 
mathematics manipulated in Eidlitz’ case so as to 
make him share the rights of the privileged master- 
race, though both his parents were Jewish? 

I learned that Eidlitz had gone to Eisenstadt, the 
home of his parents, a small town in Burgenland, the 
part of Western Hungary which was ceded to 
Austria at the Treaty of St. Germain, a place famous 
because the composer Haydn was connected with it. 
It was said that there Eidlitz succeeded in erasing the 
names of his parents and ancestors from the birth 
records. That this was in all likelihood true was 
proven by another tragic event. One of Mr. Eidlitz’ 
cousins, a prominent official and a Catholic by reli- 
gion, was arrested and wanted to emigrate after he 
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was released from jail. But he could not get permis- 
sion to leave since he was unable to prove his Jewish 
ancestry. While everyone else was frantically look- 
ing for an Aryan grandmother, this poor fellow was 
searching for a Jewish one, but in vain: Eidlitz had 
stolen her. 


But this destruction of the birth records certainly 
was at best only a precautionary measure; clearly, it 
was not sufficient. Here a new element comes in. 
Our hero was under the spell of a Bavarian woman 
telepathist frequently consulted by Rudolf Hess whose 
sudden descent on England we still remember. This 
woman, a powerful personality, had a tremendous 
influence on the superstitious Nazi Number Two, and 
there we have the clue to Eidlitz’s arrival at the rigid 
national blood standards. 


May I at this point be permitted a little digression 
from my story? Since the end of the first world war 
various metaphysical and metapsychical trends gained 
popularity in Germany. All through the ages, the 
professional conjurers have found that periods of 
transition bring them rich harvest. We need only 
recall that down to the latter half of the seventeenth 
century every ruler had his court astrologer and court 
alchemist. Not so very long ago, ex-Kaiser Wilhelm 
was tricked by the alchemist Tausend and lost a tidy 
sum in the bargain. How effectively adventurers and 
rogues who pretend to be endowed with supernatural 
powers deceive the public can be judged by an exami- 
nation of the life of Cagliostro in the period preced- 
ing the French revolution. Though Rudolf Steiner 
should by no means be considered on the same level 
with this charlatan, it is worth noting that at the 
outbreak of the war in 1914 he was at the headquar- 
ters of the German General Staff in immediate con- 
tact with General Moltke. Moltke was one of his 
followers and he relied greatly on the inspirations of 
the master. Thus the cold military calculations of 
the strategist had the sponsorship of the man whose 
main work is entitled “How To Acquire Knowledge 
of the Higher Realms.” 


National Socialism has since its. very beginning 
been in touch with a kind of backstairs world of the 
supernatural. It is not by accident that its cradle was 
Munich, the home of the spiritist Schrenck-Notzing. 
There is the notorious adventurer Lincoln-Trebitsch 
who was once a member of the British House of 
Commons, originally a Jew and now the abbot of a 
Buddhist monastery in China, with a dark back- 
ground as a Nazi agent. In 1939, after the outbreak 
of this war, when he was interviewed by an American 
newspaperman in China, he showed that he was still 
faithful to the Nazi creed and prophesied Hitler’s 
eventual triumph. There is also the Jewish telepath- 
ist Hanussen-Steinschneider who foretold Hitler’s 
coming glory and was highly respected in Nazi circles 
for this reason until one day after the Nazi accession to 
power he was found mysteriously murdered in the 
streets of Berlin. 
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Mrs. Benthin, friend and occultist adviser of Hess, 
belongs to this group. Eidlitz and his wife were her 
frequent guests in her villa on the Chiemsee. The 
couple was completely under her control, especially 
after the following miracle had happened: 

Mrs. Eidlitz almost died bearing a still-born child. 
The doctors told her that another baby would cause 
her death. But the clairvoyant with her magic in- 
sight persuaded her to try again: mother and child 
would survive, she assured’ her. And they did. 

A French painter who escaped to New York after 
the fall of France, recently described to me a visit he 
paid to Mrs. Benthin in Bavaria in 1934 or 1935. 
In irresistible words she spoke of the inevitable doom 
of France. The French wefe morbid and rotten and 
would collapse before Hitler, the knight in seraphic 
armor. The Fuehrer himself represented nothing 
_ less than the archangel Michael incarnate. 

It is easy to understand that Mrs. Benthin’s inter- 
vention with Hess removed all obstacles in the way 
of Walther Eidlitz. Hess signed a letter of safe 
conduct for him which was posted on the door of his 
home in Gnadenwald. He enjoyed all the preroga- 
tives of a genuine, full-blooded German writer. Mrs. 
Benthin had declared that Eidlitz was not a real Jew; 
he had only assumed this low form of existence in 
his present incarnation; in reality he was an Indian 
prince and this was proved by his irreproachable 
attitudes to which quotations such as the above will 
testify. 

In the fall of 1938, when I was on my way to the 
United States, I learned from the Neue Freie Presse 
that Eidlitz was going to India. He had an invitation 
to the court of one of the Maharajas and an obscure 
assignment in behalf of a Nazi research institute to 
explore the roots of Aryanism. His wife and child, 
of course, remained comfortably unmolested in Gnad- 
enwald after the anthroposophic doctor who ran the 
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sanatorium and his family were driven out by motor- 
ized storm-troopers because they were of Jewish de- 
scent. ; 

All this came to a quick end when Hess dropped 
on English soil. After a brief spell of confusion the 
Nazis cleared their whole country of the astrologists 
and the fortune tellers. I do not know what hap- 
pened to Mrs. Benthin. But when she fell into dis- 
grace her master’s letter of safe conduct was speedily 
withdrawn. Mrs. Eidlitz fled from Tyrol to Vienna 
where she lived in a dingy room in the ghetto, thrown 
back into the abyss of Jewish misery from which she 
had hoped to escape through the cunning, fantastic 
devices of her husband. The Nazis suddenly discov- 
ered that she’ and her husband owed a considerable 
amount for unpaid taxes. She was tried and sen- 
tenced to a year in prison. But she was warned by 
her Nazi friends in time and managed, together with 
her child, to reach a haven in Sweden. 

Eidlitz himself was interned by the British in India 
at the beginning of the war. In the internment camp 
he played the innocent Jewish refugee and the sub- 
lime, unworldly poet so successfully that one of his 
fellow internees who was freed and received a posi- 
tion in the Indian Information Service intervened in 
his behalf and secured his unconditional release. But 
he did not escape justice for long. The man who got 
our hero out of internment mentioned the fact in a 
letter to his American relatives, who promptly en- 
lightened him on his mistake. The damage was 
repaired at once. Walther Eidlitz was again locked 
up in the barracks, where he is still behind bars and 
barbed wires. 

The German writers in exile regard this as a very 
mild punishment indeed. Thousands of martyred 
scholars, journalists and poets in the German concen- 
tration camps are suffering a horrible fate which Eid- 
litz deserved in their place. 


In Memoriam: Theodor Lessing 


by Alfred Werner 


". . . It is quite possible that some fanatic crank 
will strike me down as they struck down Rathenau 
and Harden. Well, then I'll pray to God that it will 
be done quickly. . . . Or I might have to leave my 
shome land and make a fresh start abroad. But is this 
my home land, anyway? And if these people are 
Germans, what do I lose with the Germans? And if 
what they are doing to me is a German deed, how 
can it be honorable for me to be called a German?” 

These prophetic words are contained in an auto- 
biographical article, written by Theodor Lessing for 
the progressive German periodical, Junge Menschen, 
in the fall of 1925. At the close of its sixth year, 


the German republic still seemed comparatively firm 
and strong. It was not disturbed by the fact that old 
Field Marshal Paul von Hindenburg had been elected 
President of the Reich, to succeed the late Social 
Democrat, Friedrich Ebert. The average supporter 
of the democratic and republican regime was not 
alarmed, although the enthusiasm shown by the re- 
actionary parties because of the old Junker’s as- 
sumption of power should have been a warning. 
Professor Lessing was among the few far-sighted 
republicans who realized that the military “hero,” 
while paying lip-service to the Weimar constitution, 
was, in his heart, a staunch Monarchist and a dull 
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reactionary. He foresaw that this senile fool would 
be a tool in the hands of the rapidly growing anti- 
republican, anti-democratic forces to overthrow the 
republic. Or, as Lessing expressed it in an article 
published before the election in a Prague paper: 
“This man is a zero, but behind him is Nero!” 


The result of this and other political articles, sharp- 
tongued though factually correct, which were pub- 
lished in Prague and reprinted by German papers, 
was a students’ rebellion staged by the pupils of the 
Technische Hochschule (Technical College) of Han- 
over where Lessing had been teaching philosophy 
since 1908. These chauvinist hotspurs, who regarded 
the victor of Tannenberg as a Teutonic demi-god, 
clamored for Lessing’s removal from the teaching 
staff. As a matter of fact, it was General Erich Luden- 
dorff and not Hindenburg, who should have been 
credited with the sweeping German victory over the 
Russians near that East Prussian village, in 1914. 
After twelve rebellious students had been expelled 
and twelve hundred others had quit the college in 
protest, the board of the university felt compelled to 
retire Lessing. Unquestionably, many of his col- 
leagues were pleased to get rid of this danger- 
ous radical who was a Jew and a Zionist, besides. In 
1926, the Prussian Ministry of Education pensioned 
him, providing him with a dauvernder Forschungsauf- 
trag (permanent research commission) and the 
“Affaire Lessing” was closed. 


Who was this man, hated by the reactionaries in 
Germany, while he was beloved by millions of lib- 
erals and Socialists, especially young people, as a 
teacher and lecturer, and primarily as a writer? Les- 
sing was probably one of the most striking person- 
alities ever produced by German Jewry. He was born 
at Hanover, capital of the Prussian province of the 
same name, in 1872, the only son of a highly assimi- 
lated physician. His family, like many others in 
Prussia, Hanover, and Bavaria, had, around 1800, 
adopted the name of Lessing in gratitude to the 
Christian author of that gospel of humanity, Nathan 
the Wise. Following the general trend, most mem- 
bers of his parents’ families had embraced Christian- 
ity in the early part of the nineteenth century. One 
of his great-uncles became an English archbishop and 
cardinal, his father’s cousin was a Protestant minister, 
another baptized cousin of his was raised to the no- 
bility; both a great-uncle and a brother of his 
mother’s were avowed anti-Semites! 


Yet, Theodor Lessing, though he had been 
baptized and had never been to a synagogue or re- 
ceived any Jewish education, voluntarily returned to 
Judaism at the age of twenty-four. His wife, a de- 
scendant of the highest Prussian aristocracy, also em- 
braced Judaism. The Lessings became ardent fol- 
lowers of Theodore Herzl around 1900 and they 
gave their children Jewish names—a rare thing 
among German Jews. An eager student of Jewish 
literature and Jewish affairs, he was active in the 
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Poale Zion movement of Germany, visited Palestine 
in 1931 and until his death remained an enthusiastic 
lover of Zion. 

He had encountered anti-Semitism while studying 
at German universities (he had the M.D. and Ph.D. 
degrees) but he was too honest and decent to try to 
hide behind the ill-fitting mask of Christianity. Later, 
however, as a teacher at the Landeserziehungsheim 
(state-owned boarding-school) of Haubinda he no- 
ticed that the reaction of many German Jews to the 
ghastly phenomenon of Jew-hatred was far from 
honorable. When, in 1904, a decree was issued 
forbidding Prussian Landeserziehungsheime to accept 
Jewish pupils in the future, he angrily quit his posi- 
tion, in protest. Likewise, he expected all Jewish 
parents to withdraw their children spontaneously 
from his school. But nothing of this kind occurred. 
“Why should I withdraw my child from the school, 
professor?” a Jewish mother replied, puzzled, when 
he rebuked her for her lack of self-respect. “If, 
henceforth, no more Jewish children are admitted 
to the school, I, for my part, shall be sure that my 
child will be reared in the best-possible company.” 

Lessing, alas, was a poet, an idealist, a dreamer. 
In his youth he had written and published poetry and 
poetic prose, had dwelt in the gardens of Epicurus, 
sauntering among flowerbeds and murmuring foun- 
tains, under whispering trees. An early admirer of 
Stefan George and his group of romantic, somewhat 
playful and arrogant young poets and artists, he later 
became more realistic when he witnessed the misery 
of the proletarian masses and devoted himself to the 
study of social problems. Joining the Social Demo- 
cratic Party, he founded the first Volkshochschul- 
kurse (Public school extension courses) of Germany 
in Dresden in 1904. He fought against state-con- 
trolled prostitution and alcoholism and for woman 
suffrage, clothing reform and international good-will. 
Once he received much unfavorable publicity for his 
campaign to prove the insanity of the mass-murderer 
Haarmann in Hanover, yet this notoriety was changed 
to respect when a post mortem examination of the 
malefactor’s brain completely substantiated Lessing’s 
contentions. 

His eternal fame, however, rests not on his mani- 
fold social-political activities, but on his brilliantly 
written and profound books. In addition to a few 
scholarly works (such as Studien zur Wert- 
axiomatik and Hypnose und Suggestion) he pro- 
duced a dozen volumes of general interest, two of 
which were widely read in Germany and translated 
into several foreign languages. Geschichte als Sinn- 
gebung des Sinnlosen was a bold attack on the tradi- 
tional pragmatic historiography. According to Les- 
sing, the widespread belief that history is a true 
mirror of sense and reason, of progress and justice, 
is wrong. If there is a relation of cause and effect in 
the process of history, this causality usually differs 
from that other “causality” which is a post festum 
product of the historian’s own wishful thinking. 
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While this frontal attack on historiography, cler- 
ical, nationalist, Marxist or otherwise, with its sincere 
endeavor to destroy historical legends and distortions 
of truth, caused considerable uproar in the world of 
letters, it was chiefly the philosopher's other, earlier 
book, Evropa und Asien, that became one of the 
most-discussed books of post-war Germany. Origi- 
nally suppressed by war-censorship, under the title, 
Untergang der Erde am Geist, it was later amplified, 
revised and issued, in several editions, as Evropa und 
Asien. Seeing mankind engulfed in misery and hor- 
ror, Lessing searched for a scape-goat on which to 
blame all the woes of modern man, and assigned 
this role to the devil Intellect, that is, to the cold 
merciless rationalizing type of intellect prevailing in 
Europe, as opposed to the tender noble soul of Asia. 
Man, alienated from Mother Nature, ruthless, ego- 
tistical, ugly, has lost himself and is headed for 
chaos. Pseudo-culture threatens to destroy real cul- 
ture. Thanks to sheer cleverness, we are approaching 
madness. Man has grown frighteningly artificial and 
unnatural, and he is bound to continue on his very 
dubious, very murderous path of Kultur, though 
this path will ultimately lead to the collapse of the 
spiritual world. 


Significantly a similar attack on intellectualism 
was staged by the contemporary Jewish philosopher, 
Henri Bergson. Some of this Frenchman’s biogra- 
phers point to the fact that Bergson’s great-grand- 
father was a distinguished Hassid in Poland. Whether 
or not Lessing may also have inherited this trend 
towards anti-intellectualism from some unknown 
Hassidic or Cabbalist ancestor, there is something 
reminiscent of Israel Baal Shem Tov, the valiant 
champion of the soul versus the hegemony of intel- 
lect, in Lessing and Bergson. As for Lessing, he de- 
plored that Occidental man had diluted and dese- 
crated the heritage of the Orient, thus depriving him- 
self of beauty, truth and nobility and turning into a 
sort of shrewd gorilla. 


Lessing foresaw the rise of a type of ape-like 
“superman” as represented by a Fascist Blackshirt or 
a Nazi stormtrooper. He asserted that this catas- 
trophe to mankind could only be averted by the 
abolition of the chauvinist bourgeois state-system of 
our time, and man’s return to a normal healthy life 
in a peaceful all-embracing superstate. His vision 
was essentially humane and lofty—and yet it con- 
tained an element of alarm even to his admirers. 
There was the danger that some of his readers might 
misinterpret him and confound his plea for a return 
to nature with an advice to return to barbarism. 
Actually, the Nazi movement made the fight against 
the intellect part of its program (that the Nazis 
called it “Jewish” intellect, makes no difference), 
and it was Lessing's most intimate friend, the philoso- 
pher Ludwig Klages who later became his adversary, 
who, allegedly stealing and distorting Lessing’s thesis, 
gave the Nazis their slogan, in his book, Der Geist 
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als Widersacher der Seele (Intellect as the foe of 
soul). In 1933 when old Hindenburg appointed the 
leader of the new barbarians, Adolf Hitler, chancellor 
of the Reich, Lessing may have felt somewhat re- 
sponsible for this disaster, saying to himself bitterly, 
like the’sorcerer’s apprentice in Goethe’s ballad: 

“Die ich rief, die Geister, 

Werd’ ich nun nicht los!” 


(I have evoked these spirits, now I cannot banish 
them! ) 

In Europa und Asien, Lessing had opposed the 
strident, matter-of-fact rationalism of the Occident to 
the profundity and beauty of the old Asiatic cultures, 
like those of India and China. Dealing with the 
Jews (in chapter 15) he asserted that the Jewish 
religion was originally a cult of nature and that only 
under the influence of Christianity, rabbinism and 
Talmudism it had become perverted, in the ghettos, 
to the rationalistic system of present-day Judaism. 
Hand in hand with this process went the transforma- 
tion of the Jew from a nature-loving farmer to a city 
dweller, money-lender or trader. Mankind, as a 
whole, is undergoing the same process of de-natural- 
ization, ghettoization and mechanization, of which 
the Jews were the first victims. As the oldest nation 
living in the Occident, it is their duty and mission to 
see the danger and to warn the world of the resulting 
disaster. 

Whatever one may think of the practical applica- 
tion, his theories, his W eltanschauung proves conclu- 
sively his love for mankind and the high esteem in 
which he held his own nation. It is also echoed in 
his book Der juedische Selbsthass, examining the 
ghastly phenomenon of Jewish self-hatred by delv- 
ing into the lives of six outstanding yet very un- 
happy “anti-Semitic” Jews, including the philosopher 
Otto Weininger and the publicist Maximilian Har- 
den. You must not be ashamed of being a Jew your- 
self, he urges his readers, saying, in a striking 
summary: 

“Who are you? Perhaps the son of the nervous 
Jewish tradesman Nathan and the lazy Sarah whom 
he married perhaps because she brought him wealth? 
No! Judah Maccabi was your father, Queen Esther 
your mother! From you, from you alone the chain 
reaches back, even though some of its links may be 
weak, to Saul and David and Moses. They are pres- 
ent at all times. They always existed and may return 
tomorrow. 

“Do you bear an unclean heritage yourself? Well, 
cleanse it again. Your children will forgive you for 
being a chiid of your parents. Don’t try to cheat your 
fate, but follow it unto death. Be of good cheer. 
Through all the hell of our human ego you can 
always get back to the heaven of your self, to your 
eternal people.” 

Personally, he was a soft-spoken typical German- 
Jewish scholar, a fine-looking man with deep friendly 
eyes, long hair and a well-groomed dark full-beard. 
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The man whom the Nazis painted as a sort of blood- 
thirsty devilish Bolshevist was, actually, a quiet 
family man devoted to his wife and children, fond of 
flowers and animals. He was no advocate of the 
application of brute force, and the last words of his 
last public utterance expressed, in the language of 
the Bible, the peacefulness of his forgiving mind: 

Lo bechail ve-lo bekoach ki im baruach. (Not 
by might, nor by power, but by My spirit.) 

These were the closing words of his address, 
Deutschland und seine Juden, spoken by him in 
Czechoslovakia where he had fled after Hitler’s rise 
to power. But a man hated by the Nazis as he was 
should not have considered himself secure by leaving 
the Nazi land. He was warned repeatedly by the 
police to leave his isolated villa in the outskirts of 
Marienbad and to move to a safer place. Fearing a 
plot against his life, the police had placed him under 
special surveillance. But Lessing, upon learning that 
the Nazis had placed a prize of 1,000 Reichsmark on 
his head, commented, ironically: “I am not worth so 
much money” and added, in a more serious vein: “No 
one can or should withdraw from danger today. 
Therefore I do not feel myself endangered at Marien- 
bad. Perhaps I can be more useful in death than in 
life.” 

In this crucial summer of 1933, the refugee Les- 
sing was invited as a guest of honor to attend the 
18th Zionist Congress, then taking place at Prague. 
He was also scheduled to visit old President Masaryk 
to discuss with him the situation of the Jews in 
Germany. None of these or other plans of his could 
be carried out. An assassin’s bullet struck him while 
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in his bedroom, ending one of the most precious lives 
of German Jewry. 

The Jewish cemetery of Marienbad where he was 
buried in a grave of honor, was surrounded by police. 
Incidentally, one of the wreaths deposited on his 
grave bore the inscription: “To Theodor Lessing, 
untiring fighter for human rights, from a friend, in 
the name of millions of Germans”—it came from a 
German nobleman who, for obvious reasons, re- 
mained anonymous. 

. Nothing came of an appeal for the establishment 
of a Theodor Lessing House “in which all the writ- 
ings of Lessing will be edited with the co-operation 
of congenial minds, for whom this house will become 
a place for work and who will make it an asylum for 
all independent philosophers,” although the appeal 
was signed by men like Romain Rolland, Ottokar 
Fischer, Albert Einstein, Max Brod, Judah Magnes, 
Hugo Bergmann and other outstanding writers and 
scholars. Of a planned ten-volume edition of his 
collected works, only one volume appeared, the first 
part of his moving autobiography, entitled Emmal 
und nie wieder. Needless to say, the Nazis saw to it 
that those of his books that had not perished in the 
bonfires of May, 1933, were eliminated from all 
libraries and that no reference to his theories was 
made at the universities. 

We, the Jews, should not forget him who was one 
of the earliest victims of the Hitler terror to be 
“liquidated” outside the Third Reich. An English 
translation of some of the finest pages of his great 
life work would give the English-speaking world, and 
American Jewry in particular, an idea of the blithe 
spirit that was Theodor Lessing. 
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Light In Obscure Ways 


MAJOR TRENDS IN JEWISH MYysTI- 
CIsM. By Gershom G. Scholem. 
Schocken Publishing House, Jerusa- 
lem. 440 pages. 


ROFESSOR GERSHOM SCHOLEM has 

for more than two decades dis- 
tinguished himself as the world’s lead- 
ing student of Kabbalah, a bizarre 
specialty, typical of the proverbial pro- 
fessor’s bent toward dead and long- 
buried disciplines and worlds. Of all 
things, to lose oneself in a realm so 
obscure and aberrant and unremunera- 
tive! Only a professor could find sus- 
tenance here. Or so it was easy to 
think under the influence of the ra- 
tionalist attitude which has for more 
than a century dominated Jewish his- 
toriography and cast unbounded scorn 
on such perverse manifestations of the 
Jewish spirit. 


But now comes this volume, the 
fruit of two decades of tireless investi- 
gation, to confound the verdict of the 
rationalists and to upset the prevailing 
conception of the essential nature of 
Judaism. Rarely indeed does a book 
open up such a wholly unexpected and 
fascinating vista on a well-traveled and 
apparently familiar road. If we have 
been accustomed to think of Judaism 
as the product of a logical and con- 
sistent development, our whole view 
must now be radically altered.. For 
Professor Scholem’s book makes it only 
too clear that such a view is super- 
ficial and indeed “made to order” by 
the rationalist school that could neither 
understand nor countenance anything 
else. 

The religious spirit is essentially 
personal and mystical. It would be 
strange indeed—and unnatural, not to 
say unparalleled in the history of re- 
ligion—if “official” Judaism had suc- 


ceeded altogether in banishing the 
mystical, “unorthodox” quest for God. 
To accept the rationalist view of mys- 
ticism as an aberration was to deny the 
elemental force of the religious im- 
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pulse in Judaism. Scholem has suc- 
ceeded in restoring the balance between 
native, untrammeled religiosity and the 
ordered routine of the religious life as 
exemplified by Rabbinic Judaism. His 
objective and systematic, and at the 
same time sympathetic analysis and 
description of the “major trends in 
Jewish mysticism” can brook no fur- 
ther denial of the existence and the 
influence of the mystical impulse in 
the Jewish religion. He has produced 
a work of immense pioneering im- 
portance, since for the first time we 
have an account of Jewish mysticism 
which is neither deliberately mystify- 
ing nor apologetic nor derogatory. 
Mysticism emerges from his pages, in- 
deed, as a major trend in Judaism—a 
revelation to those who knew the Kab- 
balah only as a maze of magic, super- 
stition and psychotic fantasy. 

The search for God can never be 
completely satisfied by the formula- 
tions of the theologian and the philo- 
sopher. Personal need of direct and 
intimate contact with God, and per- 
sonal experience of such a relationship 
confound the validity of formal re- 
ligious belief and practice, and inevit- 
ably reach out beyond them for the 
“mystery” they cannot reveal. Though 
Scholem modestly professes to be con- 
sidering only “major trends” he has 
really presented a picture of uninter- 
rupted development in this mystical 
quest from early rabbinic times to the 
very present — a development quite 


consistent, for all its variations in 
emphasis, preserving and elaborating 
with infinite subtlety and often with 
real profundity not only the motive 
force of mysticism but the most preg- 
nant conceptions it produced from the 
beginning of its long history. Here is 
a world in which nothing ever quite 
vanishes, no thought is entirely super- 
seded; every idea is the seed-corn of 
future speculation. 

Rabbinic Judaism possessed the rare 
Capacity to excuse and absorb—to ex- 
cuse the fantastic and absorb the fruit- 
ful. Nor could it escape the impact of 
these ideas, even had it so chosen. The 
mystical quest was too close to the pop- 
ular need to be denied, Many of the 
most popular religious conceptions 
were the product of mystical specula- 
tion. Kabbalah was originally and in- 
tentionally the pursuit of the elect—a 
discipline unsuited for the masses. Yet 
it is erroneous to imagine, as we have 
been taught, that it remained always 
an esoteric doctrine, hidden from the 
untutored gaze. In thirteenth-century 
Germany, in the period after the Span- 
ish exile, in the Hasidic communities 
of Eastern Europe, it shattered its self 
imposed bonds and consciously exerted 
a tremendous influence upon popuiar 
Judaism. The exaggerated and essen- 
tially world-negating pietism of the 
German Hasidim was reflected in a 
heightened sense of moral dedication 
at a time of bitter suffering and humil- 
iation; the despair and cyrficism of ex- 
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ile were transmuted into a mood of 
world-redemptive fervor by Lurianic 
Messianism; the poverty and ignorance 
of the East European masses were re- 
deemed by the Hasidic emphasis on 
practical religious values as the path 
to Devekuth, Even the fundamental 
conceptions of the mystics entered into 
the popular religion, in attenuated 
form, to be sure, as goals attainabie 
by the simple man: Kavannah, the in- 
tense personal experience of the mys- 
tical values inherent in simple religious 
acts; Devekuth, the mystical and mys- 
terious cleaving unto God which thus 
becomes possible; Tikkun, the recrea- 
tion of primordial perfection in which 
each may aspire thus to share. The mas- 
ses were hungry for just such an ex 
tension into the personal realm of the 
values they perceived but could no: 
attain through the austere rationality 
of the official creed. Kabbalah suc- 
ceeded in satisfying that hugnre and 
performed a task of historic propor- 
tions in preserving the elemental, life- 
giving force behind the facade of Rab- 
binnic Judaism. Not even the official 
leaders, the rabbinic guides of the 
community, remained untouched by 
its power. 


Which brings us to the stranges* 
paradox of the many elucidated in this 
work. Unlike the non-Jewish literature 
of mysticism, descriptions of the ecs- 
tatic experience of immediate contaci 
with God( Sholem offers several vivid 
examples) are rare indeed in Jewish 
literature, though there can be do doubt 
that the experience itself was the often 
realized aim of the mystics. But a con- 
spiracy of silence prevailed among the 
mystics, who hesitated to disclose the 
intimate details of their rapture, as well 
as among the non-mystics, who were on 
the alert to suppress such accounts. 
Abraham Abulafia’s frankly self-ori- 
ented system and technique never en- 
joyed a vogue, though it exerted much 
quiet influence. Theosopical specula- 
tion rather than ecstatic experience 1s 
the theme of Kabbalistic literature, as 
though it were tacitly understood tha: 
the former, however “heretical” it 
might tend to become, was still more 
easily countenanced than the lattet, 
which in its very essence was a denial 
of organized religion. Personal knowl- 
edge of God, direct access to the source 
of all religious inspiration and re 
demption is incompatible with sub- 
mission to a derived system of law and 
institutions. The Kabbalists feared to 
draw this inevitable consequence. For 
all the inherent contradiction, they 
continued to place law and institutions 
at the center of their mystical creed, 
balancing the antinomian implications 
of their theosophy with a heightened 
emphasis on the (mystical) values of 
organized Judaism. 
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Our world has drifted far from the 
world of this book—so far that it is 
almost impenetrable to us, even with 
this eloquent guide to light it up. The 
rationalistic mood that grips us has 
exiled from our consciousness the 
mystical urge, so much so that much 
of what Scholem relates must remain 
incomprehensible. His exposition is 
painstakingly clear and simple, yet only 
deceptively so, for his subject—its 
spirit, its vocabulary, its vaunting and 
often profound fancy— is outside our 
present “climate of thought.” This is 
what makes the book so tantalizing— 
that needs once so overpowering, ideas 
and experiences once so real, make 
virtually no sense to us. The sound is 
familiar, but the meaning eludes our 
grasp. It would be to ask the impos- 
sible of Scholem that he transport us 
into the secret heart of mysticism; his 
book can tell us about Jewish mys- 
ticism without leading us any nearer 
to mysticism itself. The fault is ours, 
not his. Our spirits are not attuned to 
the “music of the spheres,” the ineffable 
mystery of God’s way in the world, as 
were those of our ancestors. Judaism 
has changed, as we have—as our world 
has. The tiny band of Kabbalistic re- 
cluses still striving to redeem the uni- 
verse by their mystical exercises in 
Jerusalem are not of our time. We can 


preciate their motive. Our idea of re- 
demption leads us elsewhere. Whether 
we have lost something precious—and 
it is the great merit of this book that 
it arouses the suspicion that we have— 
or merely freed ourselves from the ef- 
fects of a dangerous “opiate,” is a per- 
sonal question that each must answer 
for himself. But times change. Is it 
possible that we are about to retrace 
our steps, spiritually? 

It is manifestly impossible to savor 
all the rich harvest of this book in a 
review—or even in one or two read- 
ings. Scholem has produced a feast for 
the insatiable. His notes alone are an 
unsurpassed bibliographical guide to 
the storehouses of Kabbalistic manu- 
scripts in the libraries of three conti- 
nents. His rare insights and evocative 
scholarship have definitely settled 
many disputed matters, such as the 
very illuminating psychopathology be- 
hind the Sabbatian heresy and the de- 
cisive relation between the master and 
his “prophet,” Nathan of Gaza; the 
Kabbalistic background of Polish Ha- 
sidism; the often close connection be- 
tween Jewish philosophy and mysti- 
cism; the authorship of the Zohar (in- 
cidentally, as fascinating a det«ctive 
story as any with less scholarly pre 
tensions). His objectivity and honesty 
of approach establish new standards of 
appraisal not only of the major phe- 
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nomena of Kabbalah, but of its less 
creditable aspects too: it becomcs 
plausible that even the followers of the 
repulsive Jacob Frank were “largely 
men of pure heart,” and that the Franx- 
ist perversion of religious values also 
had a “positive side’, since the author 
is at pains to understand motives and 
effects as well as phenomena. 

Nor does Scholem fail to be provoca- 
tive as well, and not only in matters of 
limited scholarly interest. His theory 
that nineteenth-century rationalistic 
Reform was in certain respects an out- 
growth of Sabbatian antinomianism is, 
to say the least, intriguing, though 
hardly convincing. This is turning the 
tables with a vengeance. The evidence 
he offers is too circumstantial to carry 
much weight (he may be reminded 
that the anti-halachic tendency is at 
least latent in the entire course of Jew- 
ish mysticism, and therefore of Juda- 
ism ). But it is sufficiently suggestive to 
warrant further investigation. It is 
amusing to note that his sly insinuation 
that the blasphemous Sabbatian bene- 
diction, “Praise be to Thee, O Lord, 
who permittest the forbidden,” might 
well be appropriated by Reform was 
made at a Reform rabbinical seminary, 
the Jewish Institute of Religion, where 
he originally delivered these lectures. 
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GOLDEN EGG CASSEROLE— Arrange 2 
cups cooked rice or noodles in shal- 
low buttered baking dish. Top with 
4 hard-cooked eggs quartered. Pour 
on 2 cups white sauce seasoned with 
salt and 1 ths. Heinz Prepared Yellow 
Mustard. Cover with 14 cup buttered 
crumbs. Bake 30 min.—medium 
oven. Serves 4, 


FRANKFURTERS WITH MASHED POTA- 
TOES—Heat 8 frankfurters in boiling 
water. Drain, cut partially through 
frankfurters, open flat. Spread cut 
side with Heinz Prepared Yellow 
Mustard. Place heaping spoonful of 
mashed potatoes on each frankfurter. 
Brown under broiler. 


FRIED TOMATOES WITH COUNTRY-STYLE 
GRAVY—Slice 4 large green or half- 
ripe tomatoes, 14 in. thick. Dip in 
beaten egg, then in cracker crumbs 
of matzoh meal. Brown slowly in 
butter or vegetable shortening. Make 
gravy of 3 tbs. flour, 2 tbs. butter, 
2 cups warm milk; 1 tsp. Heinz Pre- 
pared Brown Mustard, salt, pepper. 
Simmer 5 minutes. 


Dont Let WAKE MUMEAS Be Dull! 





It takes no extra time or ration stamps—and only a fraction of a cent— 
to add tempting zest and interest to a simple dish with 
Heinz high-quality condiments 





COCKTAIL SUPREME—Stretch to- 
mato juice. Add water in which 
vegetables have been cooked. 
Season with Heinz* 57 Sauce. 
FOR A BOILED DINNER—To serve 
with boiled beef, or corned 
beef, make your favorite horse- 
radish sauce and add a dash of 
Heinz* Prepared Yellow Mus- 
tard and chopped parsley. 
LIVER PATE—The traditional 
Sabbath chopped liver takes 
on a new name and taste when 
you add a goodly dash of Heinz 
*Worcestershire Sauce. A fine 
sandwich spread for any day of 
the week. Rich in vitamins! 
PROTECT THAT SAVOR—To guard 
the aroma, flavor and creamy 
texture of Heinz* Prepared 
Brown or Yellow Mustard, 
always wipe rim of jar. Keep 
tightly covered, away from 
strong light. 


*AMONG THE © VARIETIES 
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DRESS UP YOUR LEFT-OVERS! —Yesterday’s 
meat can make a tasty sandwich today. Let 
Heinz Prepared Mustards (Yellow or Brown) 
supply added zest. Both kinds are made from 
the finest American-grown seeds—stone- 
ground for richer flavor. Heinz Prepared 
Yellow Mustard has a delicate tang. Heinz 
Prepared Brown Mustard is strong, full- 
bodied. Both are plentiful —unrationed. 











